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Current Topics. 


The Commission on Land Transfer. 


We UNDERSTAND that the following resolution will, with the 
permission of the meeting, be moved by Mr. J. 8. RusinsTErw at 
the meeting of the Law Society to be held on the 10th instant. 
The resolution is not on the agenda paper, as this was sent to the 
printers before the form of the motion was settled; “ That this 
meeting desires to place on record its conviction that the inquiry 
about to be held into the working of the present system of com- 
pulsory registration of title in the County of London by the 
proposed Royal Commission should be of a wide character, 
enabling the commissioners to inquire into the relative merits ‘of 
the official registration system as compared with the system of 
transfer by deed instituted by Lord Cargns on the points of security, 
simplicity, expedition and cheapness.” 


A New Director of Public Prosecutions. 


Tue Prosscurion of Offences (Amendment) Bill, presented by 
the Attorney-General, proposes to introduce important changes 
into our criminal procedure. Section 2 of the Prosecution of 
Offences Act, 1884, which unites the office of Director of Public 
Prosecutions with that of the Treasury Solicitor, is to be repealed, 
so that the criminal business of the Crown is henceforth to be 
separated from the civil business. The Home Secretary is to 
appoint the Director of Public Prosecutions, and he is also to be 
authorized to appoint such number of assistant directors as the 
Treasury sanction. It would certainly appear that the time has 
come for removing some of the burthens placed ppon the Treasury 
Solicitor. This important official is appointed by the Commissioners 
of the Treasury for the purpose of conducting its legal business 
of both a litigious and non-litigious character. He has taken 
over, in accordance with the recommendations of a committee 
appointed to inquire into the system of conducting the legal. 
business of the Government, the chief and responsible work of 
the Home Office, the War Office, the Admiralty, the Office of 
Works, and the Education Office. He is also, we understand, 
solicitor in any litigation which arises in connection with sub- 
ordinate offices of the Treasury, such as the Stationery Office, 
the British Museum, &c. He acts for the Crown in matters 
relating to the administration of estates, and he also acte as 
King’s Proctor, and he was recently placed on the Committee 
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relating to The Hague Conference. The new Criminal Appeal 
Act, which will come into operation before many days have 
elapse i, is probably the occasion for this revolution in the 
administration of our criminal procedure. 


The Uncertainties of Marriage Law. 


How uncertain marriage law is on many points has been 
rec-ntly shewn in the case of Ogden v. Ogden, where an English- 
Woman was rash enough to marry a Frenchman without making 

inquiries as to what would be the result in the courts of 
ustice, both here and in France. A case even harder than this 
now been disclosed, or rather, a class of cases, for it is under- 
stocd that over forty marriages of the kind have been 
contracted. The marriages -referred to are those contracted 
by Britieh subjects in Japan since the 15th of July, 1899 (or, 
rhaps, since the 4th of August, 1899). Prior to the 16th of 
uly, 1894, marriages could, under the fiction of exterritoriality, 
be celebrated in Japan according to the law of England, and these 
marriages were recognized by the Japanese courts as valid. By 
the treaty of the 16th of July. 1894, the jurisdiction of the 
British Sovereign in Japan, administered under the Foreign 
Jurisdiction Act, 1890, was abandoned, and foreign jurisdiction in 
Japan ceased to exist from the 4th of August, 1899, in terms of 
tie Order in Council of the 7th of October, 1899. From the 
date of this abandonment of foreign jurisdiction marriages 
within the territorial limits of Japan became subject to Japanese 
law, under which a marriage is invalid if not duly regis- 
tered in accordance with the requirements of the Japanese 
Civil Code. In the recent case of Marshall v. Marshall 
otherwise Corfield, in the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Wivision, the husband asked for a declaration of nullity on the 
ground that the marriage had been celebrated in Japan since the 
abandonment of the foreign jurisdiction of the English Crown, 
and had not been registered in accordance with Japanese law. 
A decree nisi for nullity was made. Here the parties to the 
marriage ceremony had gone through that ceremony in ignorance 
that it no longer conferred civil rights. No question was raised, 
apparently, under the Foreign Marriage Act, 1892, but no steps 
appear to have been taken under that Act. It is difficult to 
conceive a harder case than this. But the equitable jurisdiction 
of the courts cannot be evoked in matters of status. ‘‘ Divorce ”’— 
unlike “ equity ’’—does not regard that which ought to be done 
as done. 


Change of Solicitors. 


Tue toss of a client is one of the incidents of professional 
life to be balanced, in general, by the gain of a client elsewhere ; 
and since it is the undoubted right of the client to change his 
solicitor as often as he pleases, questions on this head do not 
often come before the courts. Where, however, the client is a 
company, and there are conflicting views as to the affairs of the 
eompany, it may well be that differences as to the employment of 
& solicitor may arise. This was so, for instance, in De Reuter v. 

farris Process Co. (39 Sottcirors’ JouRNAL, 399), a debenture- 

ders’ action, in which the managing director of the defendant 
Gompany purported to appoint a solicitor to act for the company 
the place of the solicitor previously appointed by the directors, 
It was held by Srrgiina, J., that he had no authority to take this 
Step, ard the notice of change of solicitors was ordered to be 
taken off the file. A similar question has been raised in the case 
of Laskey v. Runtz (Times, 1st inst.), decided this week 
by Evz, J. A, firm of solicitors had been employed by 
the trustees of the Birkbeck Building Society, with the sanc- 
tion of the society, in certain litigation. Differences of opinion 
arose as to the management of the society, and one result 
was that the majority decided to change the trustees’ solicitors, 
and notice of change was filed accordingly. This was resisted, 
on the ground that the appointment of solicitors lay with the 
trustees and not with the society. Doubtless this is so as to 
trustees in general, where the trustees are not merely nominal 
parties to litigation. But if they are employed simply to hold 
roperty and conduct litigation without being under substantial 
iability, and without having any real discretion, they become 
nominal parties, and the responsibility for all steps in the 


management of business or litigation devolves upon others. This | 





was the case, the learned judge held, as regurds the trustees of 
the Birkbeck Building Society. Under the rules the trustees 
held property, and brought and defended actions, in either case 
with a right of indemnity; and they were prohibited from doing 
any act in their official capacity without a written order signed 
by the chairman of the board of directors and countersigned by 
the manager. This position carried the result that they were 
bound to obey the directions of the society as to the employment 
of solicitors, and the court held accordingly that effect must be 
given to the change which had been made. “A majority of the 
board of directors,” said Eve, J., “have decided to change their 
solicitors, and there is no reason why that intention should not 
be given effect to without their expressing any reason for the 
change. Such an attitude on the part of the board casts no 
reflection on the solicitors, but merely asserts a right.” 


Prevention of Cruelty to Children. 


THE RECENT case of Rex vy. Connor, decided by the Court of 
Crown Cases Reserved, is a decision which, though not quite on 
new lines, is one of very great importance. The prisoner was 
convicted under the first section of the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Children Act, 1904, of having wilfully neglected his child of 
seven years of age and other children of whom he had the 
custody in a manner likely to cause them unnecessary suffering 
and injury to health. Shortly stated, the facts were that the 
prisoner left his wife and children, and though he was earning 
good wages, provided them with no money at all. They would 
have had to go into the workhouse but for help given by a 
relation of the wife. Evidence was given shewing that, though 
the children were clean, they were insufficiently clad and poorly 
fed, and that the house was almost empty. The questions reserved 
for the opinion of the court were (1) whether the prisoner had 
the custody of the children within the meaning of the Act; and 
(2) whether the mere omission of the prisoner to pay any part of 
his earnings to his wife was wilful neglect likely to cause unneces- 
sary suffering and injury to the health of the children. The court, 
without hesitation, upheld the conviction. They determined 
that, as the prisoner was the legal guardian of his children, and as 
the only reason that he had not the actual custody of them was 
because he chose to abandon them, he had the custody of these 
children within the meaning of the Act. As to the second point, 
if in fact the failure of the prisoner to send any money to his wife 
was likely to cause them unnecessary suffering and injury to health 
he was properly convicted. Here there was evidence that the 
children were ill-clad and ill-fed as the result of his neglect. The 
case of Cole v. Pendleton (60 J. P. 359) was a very similar case 
decided under the Act of 1894; but in that case the 
father convicted of neglecting his children actually lived 
in the house with his family. But, in spite of the fact 
that he earned good wages, he gave hardly anything to his 
wife for the support of the family, and drank the greater part of 
his wages. In that case the magistrate refused to convict on the 
ground that the Poor Law provided for the feeding of children 
who had not sufficient food. In the Divisional Court, however, 
Lord Rossetti, C.J., made short work of the magistrate’s decision, 
and sent the case back to him to convict. Any person deserting 
his family and leaving his wife or childrea chargeable to the 
parish may be prosecuted under the Poor Law. ‘This, however, 
only touches a man where his family have actually become 
chargeable. Whether they have become so chargeable or not, it 
seems that a man may be dealt with under the Act of 1904. 
Again, a deserted wife may take proceedings against her husband 
for maintenance under the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) 
Act, 1895. But she very often is not willing to do so, and the 
man gets off. Where there are children, however, who are 
suffering from their father’s neglect, the police or other persons 
may take proceedings under the Act of 1904. In many cases, 
therefore, it will be the best course, in dealing with such men, to 
proceed against them under the Act, and it cannot be too widely 
known that they come within the Act. 


Alterations in Wills. 


A CoRRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, raises aD) — 
interesting question as to the mode of effecting alterations in ® ~ 
will under section 21 of the Wills Act, 1837. That section @ @ 
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its first part appears to require that an alteration in a will made 
after execution must be exeeuted exactly like the will itself, and 
consequently the alteration would have to be signed “‘at the foot 
or end thereof”’ by the testator in the presence of two witnesses, 
who would attest in his presence. And in practice, through not 
technically necessary, there would have to be a separate attestation 
clause. But the latter part of the section avods all 
this by providing that “the will, with such alteration as part 
thereof, shall be deemed to be duly executed if the signa- 
ture of the testator and the subscription of the witnesses 
be made in the margin or on some part of the will 
opposite or near to such alteration, or at the foot or end of 
or Opposite to a memorandum referring to such alteration, and 
written at the end or some other part of the will.” It is to be 
observed that there is no restriction here as to the time when 
the alterations may be made, and hence it was held in Re 
Wingrove (15 Jur. 91) that when the signature of the testator 
and the subscriptions of the witnesses duly appeared in the 
margin no affidavit was required to prove the time when the 
alterations were made. In /te Hinds (16 Jur. 1161) the altera- 
tions were made two years after the execution of the will. Nor 
is there any limit to the extent of the alterations, though each 
alteration must be authenticated separately, unless all the 
alterations are sufficiently referred to in a properly signed 
memorandum: see Re Treeby (3 P. & D. 242). But where 
one sentence runs into two pages, and is altered on both 
pages, a marginal authentication opposite the alteration on the 
first of the two pages will apply to both alterations, if they are 
sufficiently connected in sense: Re Wilkinson (6 P. D. 100). And 
initials will be a sufficient signature, whether by the testator or 
the witnesses: Re Hinds (supra), Re Blewitt (5 P. D. 116). 
But our correspondent refers to a practice for the testator to sign 
alterations in the presence of witnesses who are different from 
those who attested the will. At first sight this seems to be 
opposed to the language of section 21. The reference in the con- 
cluding part to “ the witnesses” suggests, as he observes, the 
witnesses who have attested the will. But we doubt whether this 
is so. The words point to the witnesses who would attest the 
alteration in the ordinary manner under the first part of the sec- 
tion, and who might be different witnesses; the second part 
simply says that it is sufficient if such witnesses sign in the 
margin. And, indeed, if an alteration may be made, as is the 
case, at any time, the facility should not be lost because the 
original witnesses are not available. We agree with our corres- 
pondent that the practice he refers to has an element of danger, 
and the witnesses, where different from tae original witnesses, 
ought, as a matter of convenience, to sign in full ; but it seems to 
us that subscription by different witnesses is warranted by the 
statute, and if so, initialling is on the authorities sufficient. 


Claim by a Posthumous Illegitimate Child under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 

A case of much interest under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906, has just been determined by the Chesterfield County 
Court. By section 13 of the Act “ dependants”’ means “ such of 
the members of the workman’s family as were wholly or in part 
dependent upon the earnings of the workman at the time of his 
death and where the workman, being the parent or 
grandparent of an illegitimate child, leaves such a child so 
dependent upon his earnings shall include such an 
illegitimate child.” In the case before the county court a claim 
was made for compensation in respect of the posthumous 
illegitimate child of a workman whose death was caused by an 
injury within the meaning of the Act. The county court judge 
held that a posthumous child was primd facie as much entitled to 
compensation as a child born in the lifetime of the parent. But 
it had to be made out that this child was dependent wholly or in 
part upon the earnings of the deceased workman at the time of 
the accident, or that the child would have been dependent but for 
the accident. Such dependency could not be shewn, neither 
directly, because the child was then unborn, nor indirectly, 
because the deceased was not supporting the mother either wholly 
or in part at the date of the accident. The case for the plaintiff 
must therefore depend upon the proposition that there was a legal 
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and so far as appeared, there was no liability at common law upon 
a father to ome his illegitimate child. With regard to ‘the 
statute law, there were two means of ing a father,.to con- 
tribute to the maintenance of his illegitimate offspring. One was 
under the Bastardy Acts, and the other under those relating to the 
Poor Law. But these statutes had no application in the present case. 
He must therefore decide that the child was not dependent on the 
deceased father at the time when he died, and the application of 
the mother for compensation must be rejected. This decision may 
| appear to some of our readers to be founded upon a rigid construc- 
tion of the Act, and assuming that it is upheld, it may possibly lead 
to an amendment of section 13. A learned judge, Butizr, J., said 
many years ago in the case of Doe v. Lancashire(5T.R. 59), *‘ I know 
of no argument founded on law and natural justice in favour of 
the child who is born during his father’s life that does not equally 
extend to a posthumous child.” It is difficult to suggest any 
reason for excluding a child born a few weeks later than its 
brothers and sisters from the provision which the Act has made 
for them. The rule of the civil law, posthumus pro nato habetur, 
has been to some extent followed by English courts, who have 
in many cases considered a child en ventre sa mére as if it were 
in actual existence. We shall be glad to hear that the case) is 
reserved for the Court of Appeal. re 


The Codification of the Law of Trusts. 


Tue Trusts Brut which has been introduced in the House of 
Commons by Mr. Renpatt, and referred to a Select Committee, 
appears to be the same as the Bill of last session. It is intended 
to codify the law relating to private trusts on the lines of the Bills 
of Exchange Act, 1882, and other recent measures of codification. 
A considerable amount of statute law has for many years regulated 
private trusts, and the statutory provisions were for the most 
part collected and re-enacted in the Trustee Act, 1893, but 
section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888, which enabled trustees to plead 
the Statute of Limitations, was left untouched. ‘These various 
enactments and also the trust clauses of the Statute of Frauds 
and the provisions of the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, are included 
in the Bill; but it does not touch the Public Trustee Act, 1906. 
The rest of the Bill is an attempt to state in statutory form 
the general rules which are to be extracted from the decisions of 
the courts. It is pointed out in the prefatory memorandum that 
the law of trusts has been successfully codified in India by the 
Indian Trusts Act (II. of 1882), and use of that Act has been 
made in preparing the Bill. It should be remembered, however, 
that trusts are in a special sense the creature of judge-made law, 
and we are by no means confident as to the capella of stereo- 
typing the present state of that law in a statute. It may be more 
difficult for the courts to vary the law than formerly, but it does 
vary, and unless a strong case is made out for the Bill it seems 
better to leave the relation of trustee and cestui gue trust still to 
be governed by the courts under which, with their predecessor, 
the Court of Chancery, it has been developed. Upon the accuracy 
of the Bill as a measure of consolidation it is difficult to pronounce 
without minute examination. Clause 6 and 7 appear to lay down 
correctly the existing rules for the establishment of an express 
trust, and it is provided, in accordance with the modern view of 
precatory trusts, that such a trust is only created where 
the instrument imposes an obligation to observe the 
Conor's wishes, Clause 19 imposes on the trustee the duty of 
dealing with the trust property in accordance with the terms of 
the trust, but adds a proviso that ‘‘in cases of emergency, where 
circumstances arise which are unforeseen by the settlor, and are 
unprovided for by the instrument creating the trust, the 
court may authorize a departure from the terms of the trust.” 
How far the court can go in this direction has been 
recently discussed in Re New (1901, 2 Ch. 534) and other cases. 
Clause 39 enacts generally that a trustee is entitled to the custody 
of title deeds relating to the trust This seems 
questionable, having regard to Re Wythes (1893, 2 Ch. 369), in 
cases of land settled in trust where there is a tenant for life im 
possession. The prefatory memorandum does not state who is’ 
the draftsman of the Bill. It would be satisfactory to know this. 


Action for Unduly Alarming a Trespasser. 
Tue occurter of land who may have oceasion: to expel 





trespass:rs from his premises should take notice of a recent 
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decision of the Court of Appeal as to the liability of such an 
occupier who intentionally causes fright to children with the 
object of inducing them to depart from his property. The 
plaintiff, a girl of fifteen, and several other children had gone 
for an afternoon stroll along a cart track between a wood and a 
potato field opposite their home. They had just gone round a 
corner of the wood, when the defendant, a farmer who 
occupied the land, drove round in his cart accompanied by 
his dog. He had been annoyed by seeing other children 
picking up potatoes which had been lying about the field. 
The children deposed that he shouted and cracked his whip 
close to them. He passed on a few yards and then returned 
shouting, and the children, wha were terrified, started to run for 
home, the farmer following them. Similar trespasses and similar 
interruptions of a trespass are common enough in this country, and 
are rarely followed by any serious consequences, but it appeared 
that the plaintiff, who was possibly of a weak constitution, had a 
severe and exhausting attack of St. Vitus’s dance, which was 
attributed to the fright which she had sustained, and the action 
was brought to recover the damages for the injury caused to her. 
At the trial the learned judge, Ripiey, J., held that the act of 
the defendant in frightening the children was not in the cireum- 
stances actionable, but the Court of Appeal ordered that there 
should be a. new trial, holding that the defendant was only entitled 
to use such force as was reasonably necessary in ejecting the 
trespassers, and that to intentionally cause fright to the children 
was an actionable wrong. It cannot be denied that the law only 
allows the owner as occupier to gently lay hands upon a trespasser 
and remove him from the premises, using no more force than is 
necessary. Where, therefore.the defendant overturned a ladder 
on which the trespasser was standing and threw him on the 
ground, he was not allowed to say that he gently shook the 
ladder, gently overturned it, and gently threw the trespasser to 
the ground. The court could not take into account the difficulty 
of gently removing anyone who is on a ladder and clings toit. A 
defendant who is only allowed to gently lay hands upon a number 
of children of average activity will hardly be satisfied with the 
privilege which the law confers upon him, but we can only 
recommend him to do nothing which can expose him to the risk 
of an action for damages far in excess of any which are caused by 
the trespass. 


Action for Entry in Burke’s Peerage. 


Tue action by a lady for alleged libel, arising out of an entry 
in Burke’s Peerage, Baronetage, and Knightage, was a curious 
attempt to extend the law relating to negligent misrepresentation. 
The plaintiff's case was that certiin entries in this book would 
lead a reader to suppose that she had never been the wife of the 
gentleman to whom she was married in 1879. The book cen- 
tained an entry of the plaintiff's marriage at the date when it 
took place, and a further entry of a marriage many years after- 
wards of the plaintiff’s husband to another lady. It was con- 
tended that, there being no statement that the plaintiff was dead, 
there was an implied assertion that her marriage was not valid. 
The last marriage of the plaintiff's husband was stated by 
the plaintiff's counsel to have been a bigamous marriage. 
The learned judge before whom the action was tried, Ripiey, J., 
held that there was no cause of action. He was clearly of opinion 
that the entry did not mean what the plaintiff suggested. ‘There 
was no evidence of malice. Judgment must be entered for the 
defendant. We might well be alarmed if every inaccuracy in a 
book of reference could be the foundation of an action at law. 
Some of these works contain a tolerably minute account of the 
honours or degrees which have been obtained by a large number 
of professional gentlemen. It might happen that any one of 
these persons, after having been disappointed in some application 
for employment or advancement, should discover that one of his 
distinctions had been overlooked by the publisher of the work 
and should then seek to throw the blame of his failure on this 
inexcusable negligence. But the law would give him no 
encouragement. As was said many years ago in the court of 
Queen’s Bench, “If every untrue statement which produces 
damage to another would found an action at law, a man might 
sue his neighbour for any mode of communicating erroneous 
information, such, for example, as having a conspicuous clock 





too slow, whereby the plaintiff was induced to neglect some 
important duty.” The cases in which the doctrine of estoppel is 
applicable to innocent misrepresentations need not be discussed, 
as they depend upon the relation of the parties in the particular 
case. 


Disputes Between Neighbours as to the 
Encroachment of Trees. 

THE RULING of that eminent judge and law reporter, Sir GzorGe 
Croke (Roll. Rep. 394), “ If the boughs of your trees grow out 
into my land I may cut them,” has been carried somewhat further 
by adecision of the judge of the Shoreditch Couaty Court. Inan 
action to recover damages for injury done to a tree in the 
plaintiff's garden, it was admitted that two men employed by his 
neighbour, the defendant, had climbed a ladder and cut down the 
tree, but it was answered that this tree, an elm over sixty feet high, 
overshadowed nearly the whole of the lower part of the 
defendant’s garden, and had become a danger und a nuisance 
to anyone walking near it. Other evidence was given to shew 
that the tree was old and decayed, and that there was a risk of 
death to any person if a branch from it had fallen upon him. 
The county court judge held that the tenant of premises was 
entitled to lop down a tree overhanging his land which threatened 
him or his servants with danger to life and limb, and gave judg- 
ment for the defendant. The law of most civilized countries has 
made provision for the adjustment of similar disputes between 
neighbours. In psragraph 672 of the Code Napoleon it is 
enacted tbat a neighbour may insist upon the removal of trees 
and hedges which are planted at less than the prescribed distance 
from the line forming the boundary of the two properties, and 
that the landowner or tenant whose land is invaded by the 
branches of his neighbour’s trees may compel him to cut them 
down. In the case of roots, he may himself remove them. 
These disputes are in England in most cases adjusted without 
recourse to a court of Jaw, and there is good reason to believe 
that the intervention of legal advisers is calculated to promote a 
reasonable compromise of questions which are wholly unsuited 
for expensive litigation. 





Sale by a Tenant for Life who has 
Mortgaged his Estate. 


Tue recent decision of Swinren Eapy, J., in the case of Re 
Dickin and Kelsall’s Contract (1908, 1 Ch. 213) deals with a 
question as to the effect of a conveyance by the tenant for life 
under the Settled Land Acts, which has been recognised as one 


of considerable difficulty. Under section 20 (2) of the Act of 
1882, where a tenant for life sells and conveys under the Act, the 
conveyance passes the land “ discharged from all the limitations, 
powers, and provisions of the settlement, and from all estates, 
interests, and charges subsisting or to arise thereunder, but 
subject to and with the exception of (i.) all estates, interests, 
ana charges having priority to the settlement ; and (ii.) all such 
other, if any, estates, interests, and charges as have been con- 
veyed or created for securing money actually raised at the date 


| of the deed ’’; with a third exception, which it is not necessary 


to state. Obviously the conveyance is subject to interests which 
are paramount to the settlement altogether. The question arises 
under the words of the second exception, and the mention of 
“money actually raised at the date of the deed.’’ Do these 
words refer only to money raised under and for the purpose of 
the settlement, such as portions, or do they also refer to money 
raised by mortgage by the tenant for life or remainderman? 
Taking the words literally it would be quite possible to give 
them the wider construction. The money borrowed on mortgage 
by the tenant for life or remainderman is “ money actually raised 
at the date of the deed,’’ and the estate conveyed to secure it is 
therefore apparently excepted from the tenant for life’s convey- 
ance under the Settled Land Acts. But as regards a mortgage 
by a remainderman this carries the inconsistency that a con- 
veyance by the tenant for life would override a conveyance by 
the remainderman to a purchaser (Wheelwright v. Walker, 


23 Ch. D. 752), while it would not override a com § 





simy 
the : 
open 
secti 
word 
unde 
Tl 
Curr 
hims 
289). 
is im 
the t 
have 
regar 
secur 
to th 
same 


50 in 


ha 
life 
one 
t of 
the 
Ons, 
ites, 
but 
ests, 
such 
con- 
date 
sary 
hich 
rises 
n of 
hese 
se of 
oney 


give 
gage 
nised 
it is 
ivey- 
gage 
con- 
e by 
lker, 


con- 


April 4, 1908. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 52.) 389 








veyance to a mortgagee. There appears to be nothing in 
the scheme of the Acts to justify this distinction. And, as 
regards a mortgage by the tenant for life, the distinction would 
render unnecessary the provision for such an event made by 
section 50. That section provides that the statutory powers of 
a tenant for life are not capable of assignment or release, and do 
not pass to his assignee, and “ remain exerciseable by the tenant 
for life after and notwithstanding any assignment, by opera- 
tion of law or otherwise, of his estate or interest under the settle- 
ment.’” But by sub-section 3 the section is to operate without 
prejudice to the rights of an assignee for value of the estate of 
the tenant for life; and in that case the assignee’s rights are not 
to be affected without his consent, except as regards leases made 
by the tenant for life before the assignee has gone into posses- 
sion. If then, subject to the assignee consenting, the powers of 
the tenant for life continue unimpaired, this must mean that he 
shall be able to sell and convey the settled land as though he had 
not assigned his life estate. 

And this is the result at which Swivren Eapy, J., has arrived, 
but a dictum of Nortn, J., upon the statute has made the task 
of giving it a reasonable construction one of some difficulty. In 
Re Sebright’s Settled Estates (33 Ch. D. 438) that learned judge, 
referring to the argument that the words of section 20 (2) (ii.) 
pointed to mortgages or charges which had been made for raising 
portions or other such things, said: “I have no doubt they do, 
but it seems to me that they are not confined to that. I think 
the words include all estates and interests created subsequently 
to the settlement for the purpose of securing money, and that 
they therefore include a mortgage of his life interest made by 
the tenant for life for the purpose of raising money. Therefore 
the conveyance by the tenant for life under the twentieth section 
can only pass the estates subject to any charge by mortgage or 
otherwise of his life estate which has been made by the tenant 
for life for the purpose of raising money.’’ 

This was a very clear intimation of the opinion of Nortu, J., 
on the point, but it was olter merely, since the actual question 
before the Court was whether the sanction of the Court should be 
given under section 15 of the Act of 1882 to the sale of a mansion 
house, and it was held that it should not, having regard to the 
fact that the mortgagees of the life estate had refused to consent. 
This result was affirmed by the Court of Appeal, but, although it 
raay have been pertinent to inquire as to the legal position of the 
mortgagees in regard to a sale, yet no question of the necessity 
for their concurrence in the conveyance to the purchaser arose. 
In Cardigan v. Curzon-Howe (40 Ch. D. 338) again it was a 
question of the consent of the mortgagees to a sale, not of the 
necessity of their joining in the conveyance, but Currry, J., took 
occasion to comment on the dictum of Norru, J., in the previous 
case, and he suggested that the words in section 20 (2) (ii.) 
might be made exclusive of estates taken by a mortgagee from 
the tenant for life by reading them as an exception from the 
previous words: “Discharged from . . . all _ estates, 
interests, and charges subsisting or to arise thereunder.’’ After 
referring to the singular consequences which would follow from 
the adoption of Norn, J.’s, construction, he said: “It is clear 
that [the tenant for life] can convey the fee simple, if the fee 
simple is comprised in the settlement, but without prejudice to 
the mortgagees on his own life estate; and it occurs to me it is 
open to reconsideration whether the exception in the second sub- 
section, clause ii., is anything more than an exception out of the 
words ‘ estates, interests, and charges subsisting or to arise there- 
under ’—that is, under the settlement.’’ 

The construction of section 20 (2) (ii.) was also referred to by 
Curry, L.J., in delivering the judgment of Linpuey, M.R., and 
himself in Re Mundy and Roper’s Contract (1899, 1 Ch., p. 
289). After stating the section he said: “ The second [exception] 
18 important, as showing an express restriction on the power of 
the tenant for life. We find in it a principle: Mortgagees who 
have actually lent their money on the security of the land are 
regarded as strangers to the settlement, and are not to have the 
security which they bargained for on the land itself transferred 
to the purchase money at the will of the tenant for life. The 
same principle is maintained in the third sub-section of section 
50 in favour of an assignee for value of the estate or interest of 





the tenant for life. The exception in sub-section 2 (ii.) of the 
twentieth section has, however, no direct application to the 
present case, because no money has been raised under the 
jointure term or the portions.’’ The earlier part of this pagsage. 
may seem to countenance the view of Nortu, J., in Re Sebright’s 
Settled Estates (supra); but it is unlikely that Curry, L.J., 
intended thus to sanction that view when he had himself, in 
Cardigan v. Curzon-Howe (supra), suggested that it might 
require reconsideration. The latter part of the passage shows 
that the mortgages which the Lord Justice had in mind were 
mortgages made for raising money for the purposes of the settle- 
ment ; and this is borne out by his incidental reference to section 
50. Section 20 (2) (ii.) is inserted in the interests of mortgagees 
who advance money for the purpose of the settlement, and these 
incumbrancers are protected against a conveyance of the land by 
the tenant for life under his statutory powers. The mortgagee 
of the tenant for life has no need to look to this section for his 
protection, since he is adequately protected by the provision of 
section 50, that no sale shall be made without his consent. 

In none of the above cases was it necessary to decide whether 
the concurrence of the mortgagee of the tenant for life’s estate 
was required in the conveyance by the tenant for life upon a sale 
under the statutory powers. In the present case of Re Dickin 
and Kelsall’s Contract (supra), this question directly arose. 
Swiyren Eapy, J., has adopted the suggestion made by Curry, J., 
in Cardigan vy. Curzon-Howe (supra), and has avoided the 
necessity of the mortgagee’s concurrence by reading the words 
of clause (ii.) as an exception out of the previous words, “ all 
estates,’ etc. The tenant for life’s conveyance carries the land 
discharged “from all estates, interests, and charges subsisting 
or to arise ’’ under the settlement ; but this is “ subject to and 
with the exception of ’’ the interests mentioned in clauses (i-) 
and (ii.). Clause (i.) specifies estates paramount to the settle- 
ment. To these the conveyance is necessarily subject. The 
clause only states what would follow if it had not been inserted. 
But clause (ii.) operates by way of exception from the phrase 
“estates subsisting or to arise thereunder.’’ A mortgage to 
raise portions creates an estate which arises under the settle- 
ment; hence it is excepted. A mortgage by the tenant for 
life creates no estate which arises under the settlement, and it is 
not excepted. “A mortgage by a tenant for life of his own 
interest,’’ said Swinren Eapy, J., “is not an estate, interest, or 
charge subsisting, arising, or to arise under the settlement; it 
does not take effect by virtue of any of the limitations, powers, 
or provisions of the settlement, but because the person who is 
owner of the life estate has, by the general law, the right to 
assign, mortgage, deal with, or dispose of his life interest, as his 
own property, in such manner as he may think fit.”’ The rights 
of the mortgagee, as regards the exercise of the statutory powers 
by his mortgagor, are regulated by section 50, and by that only, 
and hence his concurrence is not required in a conveyance under 
the Settled Land Acts. The decision seems to dispose clearly 
and satisfactorily of a point which has caused a good deal of 
doubt. 








The Criminal Appeal Rules, 1908. 


II, 


Wuen the registrar of the Court of Criminal Appeal has received 
a notice of appeal or of application for leave to appeal, he must 
forthwith apply to the proper officer of the court of trial (og 
the clerk of assize or clerk of the peace) for particulars of 
trial. The particulars required are specified in one of the forms. 
He may ulso demand to be furnished with the original depositions 
taken before the committing court, with any exhibit retained by 
the officer, or with the indictment or inquisition against the 
appellant, ; 

In every case it is the os. | of the clerk of assize or clerk of the 
peace to ascertain and record the name and address of the person, 
whether a private prosecutor or not, who is responsible for and 
is carrying on the prosecution, and the name and address of the 
solicitor, if any, for the prosecution (rule 21). It then becomes 
the duty of the registrar, in case of an appeal pending, to 
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ascertain from such prosecutor (unless he is the Director of 
Public Prosecutions or a Government Department), or from his 
solicitor, whether he intends to undertake the defence of the appeal. 
If the prosecutor refuses to undertake the defence of the appeal, 
notice to that effect must be sent by the Registrar to the Director 
‘ of Public Prosecutions (rule 27), It is, as provided by the Act, the 
duty of the director to appear for the Crown at the hearing of the 
appeal, unless the solicitor of a Government Department or a 
private prosecutor undertakes that duty. In the majority of 
criminal cases a police officer is the nominal prosecutor. In all 
such cases, apparently, the Director of Public Prosecutions must 
act for the Crown in an appeal. Where a prosecutor declines to 
undertake the defence of the appeal, he must furnish to the 
registrar, or the director as required, all information, documents, 
and things in his possession’ or control relating to the case. 
Where a private prosecutor undertakes the defence of the appeal, 
the Court of Appeal may, at any stage of the proceedings, order 
that the Director of Public Prosecutions or the solicitor of a 
Government Department shall take over the defence of the 
appeal and be responsible for the further proceedings (rule 28). 

The Act empowers the Court of Appeal to admit appellants to 
bail when they have not been so admitted by the court of trial. 
The court may give directions before whom the recognizances 
of the appellant and his surety or sureties (if any) are to 
be taken. If no such directions are given when an order 
is made admitting to bail, the recognizances of the appellant 
are to be taken before one of the visiting justices or the 
governor of the prison in which he is confined, and at that 
prison ; the recognizances of sureties may be taken before any 
petty sessional court. It is the duty of the registrar to notify 
to the appellant and the governor of the prison the terms and 
conditions 5n which an order admitting to bail is granted. A 
petty sessional court is entitled to the assistance of the police in 
making inquiries as to sureties, and all recognizances must be 
forwarded to the registrar when duly taken. When the registrar 
has received the recognizances and is satisfied that they are in due 
form, he must send a notice in the prescribed form to the governor 
of the prison, and such notice is sufficient authority for the 

overnor to release the prisoner. An appellant admitted to bail 
is hound to be present at every hearing of his appeal and at the 
final determination of it. If he is not so present the court may 
decline to consider the appeal, and may summarily dismiss it; 
but have power, if they think fit, to consider the appeal. They may 
also issue a warrant for the apprehension of the appellant. The 
court has power, where the appellant is present before the court, 
to admit him to bail, or to vary any order as to bail previously 
made. Where any surety suspects that the appellant is about to 
leave the country or to disregard the conditions of his recog- 
nizances in any other way, he may apply to a justice, and 
such justice must issue a warrant for the arrest of the appellant. 
He is then, when arrested, brought before a petty sessional 
court, and if the suspicions of the surety are verified, he is com- 
mitted to prison. If the prison is not the prison from which he 
was released, provision is made for his transfer to that prison. 
The arrest and re-commitment of the appellant must be notified 
by the clerk to the justices to the registrar. The Court of 
Appeal may at any time revoke an order made by them admitting 
an appellant to bail, and may issue a warrant for his re-arrest. 
Nothing in the rules is to affect the common law right of the 
surety to apprehend and surrender into custody the person for 
whom he has become bound, and so to discharge himself from his 
suretyship. 

Where at a trial an order is made for the restitution of any 
property to any person, it is provided by the Act that the oper- 
ation of such order shall in general be suspended pending appeal, 
or until the expiration of the time for appealing ; but that it need 
not be suspended if the court is of opinion that the title to the 
property is not in dispute. Incase such order is not suspended the 
rules give the judge at the trial power to impose conditions on 
the person to whom the property is delivered in order to secure 
the production of it at the hearing of any appeal, wherever it 
appears reasonably necessary that it may be required at such 
hearing (rule 10). ©n the hearing of an appeal any such order 
of restitution may be varied by the Court of Appeal, and 
any person against, or in favour of, whom such order was made 





has a right to be heard. The court may also give leave to any 
other person to be heard (rule 9). 

Orders as to the disposal of property, the payment of costs, and 
such like, are to be suspended until the ten days for appeal have 
elapsed, or until the determination of the appeal if there is an 
appeal. Also, where any disqualification, forfeiture, or disability 
attaches to any person on conviction, by reason of such convie- 
tion, such disqualification, forfeiture, or disability is to be suspended 
for ten days from the date of the verdict, or, if there is an appeal, 
the determination of the appeal(rule11). Instances of such disquali- 
fication are, the vacating of his seat by a convicted Member of 
Parliament, and the vacating of his benefice by a convicted clergy- 
man. Where at the trial an order is made for the payment ofa 
sum of money by the convicted person to any other person, the 
judge may direct that such order shall not be suspended unless 
security be given for the payment of the amount. Again, the 
officer of the court of trial who has the custody of the records of 
that court is forbidden to issue a certificate of the conviction of 
any person on indictment in his court until ten days have clapsed 
from the day of conviction, or until the determination of any 
appeal against that conviction, if such officer has notice that an 
appeal is pending. Whereapplication for such certificate is made 
to such officer after the expiration of the ten days, but within two 
months, it is his duty before issuing it to satisfy himself that no 
appeal is pending. 

Where a convicted person is sentenced to pay a fine, the person 
receiving the fine must retain it until the determination of any 
possible appeal. If the person convicted is sentenced to be im- 
prisoned in default of payment of the fine, and remains in custody 
under that sentence, he is in the same position with regard to the 
Act and the rules as if he had been sentenced to imprisonient. 
Such person, however, if he intimate to the judge at the trial that 
he is desirous of appealing, may be forthwith at the trial ordered 
to enter into recognizances, with or without sureties, to prosecute 
his appeal ; and subject thereto may be ordered to pay the fine to 
the registrar at the determination of the appeal if the appeal be 
dismissed, or as the Court of Appeal shall order. It almost goes 
without saying that on the successful determination of an appeal 
any fine paid must be returned. A person who, having thus 
entered into recognizances to procscute an appeal, fails to give 
the proper notice within the ten days, may be arrested on a 
warrant issued by the court, and the recognizances of him and 
sureties may be estreated. 

The Act provides that the court may order witnesses to attend 
and be examined before the court itself, or as ordered. The 
rules provide for the due summoning of such witnesses, and for 
the making of orders for their attendance. Such an order must 
specify the person before whom the examination is to take place, 
unless the witness is required to appear before the court itself. To 
such person the registrar must furnish the necessary documents 
and exhibits; and after the examination the depositions taken 
must be lodged with the registrar (rule 40). 

The Act does not interfere with appeals by case stated under 
the Crown Cases Act, 1848, except by transferring the jurisdiction 
under that Act to the new Court of Appeal. The rules provide 
that a person eutitled to appeal on a question of law alone may 
apply to the Court of Appeal that the question of law shall be 
decided in accordance with the provisions of the Act of 1848. 
The court, if it thinks fit, may order the question to be dealt with 
accordingly, and may require the judge who tried the case to 
state a case. It is the duty of the registrar to supply such 


judge with all documents and information he may require for that 


purpose. A copy of the case is to be furnished by the registrar 
to the prosecutor and appellant (rule 26). 

On the final determination of an appeal, the registrar must send 
a notice of the result to the proper officer of the court of trial, 
who must enter the particulars in the records of his couct (rule 35). 

The rules, on the whole, seem to be well conceived, and caleua- 
lated to facilitate the smooth working of the Act. None of them 
seem to be superfluous, and none of them seem to offer any serious 
difficulty in the way of construction. Time alone will shew 
where there are omissions, and the necessity of fresh or amending 
rules. The court is given wide powers of waiving noncompliance 
with the rules, wherever such noncompliance is not wilful, s@ 
that substantial justice may be done (rule 44). 
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One rule will, no doubt, cause much inconvenience to the 
judges—that is rule 50, which provides that they must make 
arrangements for any sittings which may be necessary during the 
Long Vacation. As some of the circuits do not finish tll very 
nearly the Ist of August, and as the Central Criminal Court and 
the London Sessions have sittings in the Long Vacation, we much 
fear that several of their lordships will have disturbed holidays 
under the new order of things. 








Reviews. 


The Justices’ Manual. 


STronE's JusTICES’ MANUAL: BEING THE YEARLY JostTicEs’ PRACTICE 
FoR 1908, Witn TasLe or Sratures, TABLE OF CASES, 
APPENDIX OF FoRMs, AND TABLE OF PUNISHMENTS. FoRTIETH 
Epition. Edited by J. R. Roperts, Solicitor. Shaw & Sons; 
Butterworth & Co. 


A book that is so well known as ‘‘ S8tone,”’ and which has reached 
its fortieth edition, needs no review. It is only necessary to chronicle 
its health and progress. As to the former, all that need be said is 
that it is as good as ever it was. All the new cases and statutes are 
duly noticed, and the practitioner has once more a volume thoroughly 
up to date. As to the progress of the book, there seems to be no end 
to its growth. As long as Parliament keep on piling up duty upon 
duty, and laying them on the shoulders of justices, this book will 
continue to grow. Of the statutes passed in 1907, no less than 
twenty-seven have to be noticed in this volume. Seven of them are 
of very great importance, as the Probation of Offenders Act and the 
Public Health Amendment Act, both of which will bring much work 
to the magistrates. When we consider that outside London and a 
few large towns all their vast jurisdiction is exercised by unpaid men, 
we cannot fail to feel amazed. 





Licensing Law. 


Tne Licenstinc Acts. By the late James PATERSON, Barrister-at- 
Law. Bwno THe LICENSING Acts, 1828 To 1906, TOGETHER WITII 
ALL RELATIVE Excise, INLAND REVENUE, INNKEEPERS, SUNDAY 
CLOsING AND GRoGGING AcTs, WITH NOTES; aND THE Law 
RELATING To CLuss, THEATRES, Music AND DANcING, RACE- 
COURSES, BILLTARDS, COMPENSATION, COVENANTS, CONTRACTS OF 
SALE OF LICENSED PREMISES, AND RATES AND TAX¥sS ON LICENSED 
PROPERTY, AND Forms. By W. W. Mackenzie, Barrister-at-Law. 
NINETEENTH Epirion. Butterworth & Co.; Shaw & Sons. 


For some years now a new edition of Paterson has made its 
appearance every year. It holds the field as the text-book on the 
subject, and every one who has to deal with licensing seems to use 
the book. Whatever may be in store for ‘‘ the trade ” in the present 
year, Parliament did not do much to disturb it or to alter the law in 
the year 1907, and this volume has little new legislation to discuss. 
With regard to legal decisions, it may be said that there have been 
but few of great importance in the past year. All reported new 
decisions are, however, carefully noticed, and the book will be found 
thoroughly reliable and up to date. Quite recently, however, the 
important decision of the Court of Appeal, as to the division of com- 
pensation money amongst interested parties, in Liverpool Corporation 
v. Peter Walker & Son (Limited), has been overruled by the House of 
Lords. In the preface will be found a quantity of interesting 
statistics and figures extracted from the Licensing Statistics, 1906, 
published as a Blue Book. These figures are well worthy of careful 
study by every one who takes an interest in what is probably the* 
most important political and economical question of the day. 








Equity. 
THE PrincipL¥s or Equity: INTENDED FoR THE USE oF STUDENTS 

AND OF PRACTITIONERS. By EpMuND H. T. SNELL, Barrister-at- 

Law. FirreeNtH EDITION. By AkcHIBALD Brown, M.A. 

(Edin. and Oxon.), and B.C.L. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. 
. Stevens & Haynes. 

Snell’s Equity has been for a great many years before the 
profession, aud successive generations of students have imbibed from 
it their more or less vague ideas as to what that department of 
jurisprudence may be. Probably it can never be better defined than 
the rules of law which are for the time being administered in the 
Chancery Division as representing the old Court of Chancery, and 
which the King’s, Bench Division on occasion borrows. Asa student's 
book we imagine that the work is too full ; and though the practitioner 
who consults it will, after a little use, get accustomed to the continuous 
interpolation of ‘‘ nota bene”’ and ‘‘scil.,”’ yet the style is not suited to 








a beginner. Subject to this remark, the book appears to have been 
carefully edited, and in numerous _— the text has references to 
recent cases of importance. We should hesitate to recommend the 
insertion of more cases when there is already more detail than the 
character of the work calls for; but among the authorities quoted in 
respect of following assets at p. 239 it would have been useful to 
refer to the Irish case of Leahy v. De Moleyns (1896, 1 I. R. 206, C.A.) 
as an instance of the length to which the doctrine has been carried. 
Under ‘‘ Mortgages,” the recent cases on clogging the equity are 
conveniently stated, and the cha on Married Women contains @ 
very full account of the effect of recent legislation. The book isa 
useful compendium of the doctrines of equity. 





Evidence. 


MAnvaL or THE LAW oF EvmENCE FoR THE UsE or STUDENTS. 
By Sipnry L. Purpson, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


Mr. Phipson’s treatise on the law of evidence is well known and 
much appreciated by the profession. It is, however, much too large 
a book for students, who are by no means well supplied with suitab 
books on this important branch of the law. It was, therefore, a happy 
thought on the author's part to bring out an abridgment of his wor 
for students. We can thoroughly recommend this book to them, and 
can assure them that any student who acquires a good knowledge of 
its contents need fear no foe in the form of an examiner. 





LEADING Cases ON THE Law oF Evipence. Wirn Notes. By 
Eenxst Cocktg, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell. 


It is surprising that no collection of leading cases on the law of 
evidence has been published before, especially as almost the whole of 
the law on the subject is case law. In this k we have one which 
undoubtedly supplies a want. It contains about 175 of the most 
important cases. The facts not bearing on the point for which the 
case is included are omitted, and only such facts are set out as enable 
the reader to grasp the question of evidence. Students will find this 
book of the greatest possible value, and practitioners also will find it 
useful. It would, however, have much greater value in practice if 
the author had, in a footnote to each case, given a list of other 
reported cases referring to the same point. We also, in consulting 
the book, feel the want of an index; for although it has a most 
elaborate table of contents, we do not think that makes up for the 
absence of an alphabetical index. The work is extremely well 
written, and the cases are selected with judgment and discrimination. 


Books of the Week. 


The Practice on the Crown Side of the *s Bench Division ‘of 
his Majesty’s High Court of Justice (founded on Corner’s Crown 
Office Practice), including Appeals from Inferior Courts; with 
Appendices of Rules and Forms. By FrepEsick Hugs SxHort, 
Chief Clerk. of the Crown Office, and Fuasrend Hamitton MELLOR, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. By FrepErick Huen 
Snort, Chief Clerk of the Crown Office, and Francois HamMILTon 
Metxor, K.C., Recorder of Preston. Stevens & Haynes, 


The Law and Practice in Bankruptcy ; comprising the Bankruptcy 
Acts, 1883 to 1890; the Bankruptcy Rules and Forms, 1886, 1890; 
the Debtors Acts, 1869, 1878; the Deeds of ment Act, 1887 ; 
and the Rules and Forms Thereunder. By the Right Hon. Sir 
Rotanp L. Vaucman WIttrams, Knt., a Lord Justice of A J 
Ninth Edition. By Epwarp WILLIAM HANSELL, M.A., assi by 
A. Romer Mackttn, B.A., LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & 
Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Roscoe’s Digest of the Law of Evidence and the Practice in 
Criminal Cases (Chiefly on Indictment), Thirteenth Fdition. By 
HERMAN COHEN, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), 

A Treatise on the Law of Easements. By Cuartzs JaAMEs GALE, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Eighth Edition. By Raymonp Roops 
Reeve, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 











The Bill amending and consolidating the Indian Civil Procedure Code 
was, says the Zimes, read a third time and passed at a meeting of the 
Viceregal Legislature on March 13. This measure has been uader con- 
sideration for a number of years, and it is after exhaustive discussion 
of every important point that it has been in its present shape. 
The,changes made in procedure aim at sim decentralization, and 
Member of Council, 


provincial flexibility. Mr. Earle the 
in moving the third reading, acknowl] the work of his two immediate 


predecessors and of jurists throughout the hoe: ont ars pm Hoy measure. 
It might be regretted that the ideal of uni was Toeyg 5 
but uniformity in matters of legal with 


be com 
elasticity in matters of detail, and he was confident that the High 
would use the discretionary powers now given them with wisdom and 





a 
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Correspondence. 


Alterations in Will after Execution. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I should like to bring to the notice of your readers a practice 
in regard to the alteration of wills after execution which appears 
to be vogue in at least one district. The practice referred to is that 
of altering a will, even after an interval of several years, by striking 
out a bequest or some disposition which the testator wishes to revoke, 

d in some cases substituting some new disposition; the alterations 
feing simply initialled by the testator and two witnesses, which 
witnesses are not always identical with the witnesses who originally 
attested the will. : 

In order to justify this practice reliance is of course placed upon 
section 21 of the Wills Act, 1837, which provides that ‘‘ no oblitera- 
tion, interlineation, or other alteration made in any will after the 
execution thereof shall be valid or have any effect, except so far as the 
words or effect of the will before such alteration shall not be apparent 
unless such alteration shall be executed in like manner as hereinbefore 
is required for the execution of the will; but the will, with such 
alteration as part thereof, shall be deemed to be duly executed if the 
signature of the testator and the subscription of the witnesses be 
made in the margin, or on some other part of the will opposite or 
near to such alteration, or at the foot or end of or opposite to a 
memorandum referring to such alteration, and written at the end or 
some other part of the will. I submit, however, that this section 
only contemplates such alterations as may be made in a will at or 
about the time of execution; otherwise it would be competent for a 
testator at any time to make what would virtually be a new will, by a 
wholesale deletion of existing provisions, andsubstitution of newclauses 
in their place, the alterations being merely initialled as above men- 
tioned. Even assuming that the sectionis wideenough tocoverextensive 
alterations, although a considerable time may have elapsed since the 
will was executed (and from a strict reading of the section this 
appears to be arguable), it is submitted that initialling by the testator 
and two new witnesses is an insufficient execution of the alteration ; 
the authorities as to initialling only refer to cases where the witnesses 
were identical, and the words ‘‘ the witnesses’ in the section referred 
to would seem to imply ‘‘ the witnesses who originally attested the 
will,” otherwise there might be great difficulty in ascertaining who 
actually initialled the alteration. 

However the case may be, the practice seems to have an element of 
danger, and should, I think, beavoided; but I should like to have the 
opinion of some other of your readers on the matter. 


A BRADFORD SOLICITOR. 
[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. S.J.] 





The Taxation of Costs in Lunacy. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—By reason of the great increase in the work of the Lunacy 
Office for many years past there has been, and is now, a consequential 
great increase in the number of bills of costs which have to be taxed 
there, and in consequence of this increase the costs, with the present 
taxing staff of two, cannot be properly vouched, checked, taxed and 
certified so soon as they were some years ago; and with a view of 
preventing delay, the taxing officer, Mr. Corley, instead of keeping 
solely to his own part of the work, viz., taxing the bills after they 
have been properly vouched by the clerk appointed for the purpose, 
has in many cases adopted the course of giving solicitors appoint- 
ments to tax, at which appointments both the vouching and taxation 
is done by himself, the solicitor having to give him over the table 
the documents which have to be vouched, the lengths considered and 
explanations given, which I submit should all be done by a first-class 
clerk, as in the Chancery Division; the taxing officer in Lunacy only 
dealing with all questions of principle and discretionary allowances 
subject to appeal to the Master in Lunacy to deal with and dispose 
of all objections which may be made to the taxing officer’s ruling. 

The vouching can all be done by the first-class clerk in a reason- 
able time if he performs the same work, and has the same assistance, 
as the principal clerks in the Chancery Division, but not otherwise. 
All the Chancery taxing masters, very properly, have two clerks, the 

inci clerk who vouches the bill, takes off any manifestly unsus- 
tainable charges, and then submits it to the master, who performs his 
part of the work, and the bills are returned to the solicitors with an 
appointment to attend before the master to tax and dispose of the 
queries. The bills are then taxed by the master, and any remaining 
queries thereon are settled by the principal or junior clerk, according 





to the character of the queries, and the bills are then given out to be | 


cast up, the percentage thereon paid and seat in for certificate. The 
junior clerk takes in all the bills, sends out all the appointments, 
checks the castings. and passes them on to the principal clerk for 
certificates.. In addition to this work, the junior clerk answers all 
inquiries about bills and pending taxations, so that the principal 
clerk, except in cases in which he alone can answer the questions, 
remains steadily at his work all day without any unnecessary inter- 
ruptions, which enables him to keep his work under so that there is 
no uvavoidable delay in any case, but without a clerk to assist him 
that would be impossible. 

Now, what is wanted in the Lunacy Office is just that kind of 
clerk, to perform just that kind of work, for which he shuuld b2 paid 
just that kind of salary which just that kind of clerk in the Coancery 
Division receives; and such a clerk should be without delay 
appoiuted to assist the taxing officer and his only ass stant in the 
Lunacy Taxing Office. Surely the fees paid in the Lunacy Office out 
of the estates of the lunatics, whose affairs are so carefully considered 
there by the Judges and Masters in ;Luna+y, are vastly more than 
sufficient to pay the salary of a second clerk, as in the Chancery 
Division ? 

There are only 204 whole working davs in the legal year iu the 
Lunacy and Chancery Taxing Masters’ Offices, the days being made 
up as follows: —Sundays 52, Long Vacation 72, Easter vacation 4, 
Whitsun vacation 3, Christmas vacation 11—(nolidays) 142 days; 
39 (half-days) Saturdays —say 19, whole working days 204—total 365, 

The annual work of the Taxiog Masters’ Offices could not be 
transacted in those 204 days, and it is well known that both taxing 
masters and clerks take a very considerable part of their work home 
and do it in the evening, and at times of pressure at night. 

In the two years 1904 and 1905 there were 2,034 certificates sent 
out from the Lunacy Taxing Office—say 1,017 a year, or between 
four and five certificates every working day. How could this have 
been done if some considerable part of the work had not been done at 
night ? JAMES RAWLINSON, 

Upper Holloway, N. 


New Orders, &c. 
Criminal Appeal Rules, 1908. 


Additional Rule made, with the approval of the Lord Chancellor, 
by the Lord Chief Justice and the Judges of the Court of C.iminal 
Appeal. 

For the purpose of section 16 of the Act proceedings at the trial 
shall mean the evidence and any objections taken in the course 
thereof, any statement made by the prisoner, the samming-up and 
sentence of the Judge of the Court of Trial, but, unless otherwise 
ordered by such Judge, shall not include any part of the speeches of 
Counsel or Solicitor. 


27th March, 1908. 








Circuits of the Judges. 


At the Court at St. James’s, the 19th day of March, 1908. Present: 
His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, Lord President, Lord Steward, 
Lord Wenlock, Mr. Secretary Haldane. 

Whereas His Majesty was pleased, by His Commission, dated the 17th 
day of March, 1908, to nominate and appoint His Royal Highness the 
Prince of Wales, in His Majesty’s absence from His realm in foreign 
parts, to hold on His Majesty’s behalf, His Privy Council, and to signity 
thereat His approval ot any matter or thing whereunto His Royal 
Highness should be so authorized by writing under His Majesty’s sign 
manual, and to do further on His Majesty’s behalf auy matter or thing 
for the purposes of the said Commission whereunto His Royal Highness 
should be authorized in manner aforesaid : 

And whereas by an Order in Council, bearing date the 28th day of July, 
1893, as subsequently amended, and in particular by an Order in Council 
bearing date the 7th day of May, 1907, certain arrangements as regards 
the circuits of the judges were approved : 

And whereas it is expedient that the said Order be amended : 

Now, therefore, His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, bei 
authorized thereto by writing under His Majesty’s sign manual, by a 
with the advice of His Majesty’s Privy Council, doth, on behalf of His 
Majesty, order, as it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

The Schedule to this Order shall be substituted for the Schedule to the 
Order in Council relating to circuits dated the 28th of July, 1893, and the 
said Order in Council shall take effect subject to the substitution made 
this Order, and any copy thereof hereafter printed may be printed 
the substitution made by this Order. 


So much of the Order in Council of the 7th day of May, 1907, as relates 
to the Schedule thereto is hereby revoked. 


This Order shall come into operation on the 12th day of October, 1908. 
A. W. Firzroy. 
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Easter Crrcurr. centetian Jan. 14 Chelmsford, Jan, 31 | Maidstone, Feb. 19 
Ipswich, Jan. 18 Hertford, Feb. 7 Guildford, Feb. 26 
bei (Winter Assize going on | : Western. 
at same time.) Salisbury or Devizes, Feb. 11 | Bodmin, Feb. 24 Winchester (2), 5 
Dorchester, Feb. 15 | Exeter (2), Feb. 29 Bristol (2), Mar, 12 
Taunton, Feb, 20 
meres Cri ey 1 Civil and © ) ow verfordwest, Jan. 1 oiuaiiniieante: Presteign, Jan. 23 3 
iminal only. and Oriminal. Haverfordwest, Jan. 11 , Jan, . Jan. 
April 5th - Manchester (3) Lampeter, Jan. 14 Brecon, Jan. 20 | Cardiff (2), Mar. 21 
Civil and Criminal. North Wales. 
il 18th - Liverpool (2 Welshpool, Jan. 25 Beaumaris, Feb. 3 Mold, Feb. 8 
a. Civil and Crininsl. Doigelly, Jan. 28 | Ruthin, Feb. 5 Chester (2), Feb. 16 
Carnarvon, Jan. 30 
——$—_——_—_—_—_ Se Northern. 
Nore.—The dates can be adjusted according to the date of Easter. Lancaster, Jan. 11 | Carlisle, Jan.17_ | Liverpool (2), March 7 
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Oxford North-Eastern. 
, . ; York, Jan. 11 Durham (2), Jan. 27 Leeds (2), Feb. 3 
Resting, May 1 poner sate ottingbam (9), Sune 18 | Uwe a), Jun. at | 


Worcester, May 20 
Gloucester, May 26 








Shrewsbury, June 12 Birmingham (2), July 16 
Midland, 
Oakham, May 28 
Lincoln, May 29 
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Warwick, June 12 
South-Eastern. 
Norwich, May 22 
Chelmsford, May 28 


Nottingham (2), June 18 
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“estern. 
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South Wales. 
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Presteign, May 26 


Haverfordwest, May 11 
Lampeter, May 14 
Carmarthen, May 16 


Chester (2), May 28 
Swansea (2) July 16 





North Wales. 
Beaumaris, May 20 
Ruthin, May 22 
Mold, May 26 

Northern. 
Appleby, June 13 
Manchester (2), July 1 
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| Durham (2), June 23 


Newtown, May 11 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


WEST v. BRISTOL TRAMWAYS CO. (LIM.). No. 1. 27th March. 


Nureance—User or Lanp—Non-naturaL Usern—Laryine Creosorep Woop 


1n Roap—Insury to Apsorsinc Lanp—Sratvutory Avrnorrry—Bxristo. 
Tramways Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. cLv.), 8. 8. 

By section 8 of the Bristol Tramways Act, 1894, the tramway company 
‘* shall pave with wood or (by mutual agreement) with other suitable material to 
the satisfaction of the corporation’ certain portions of specified roads. The com- 


pany paved one of the roads with wooden blocks coated with creosote, and im 


consequence thereof certain noxious dust or vapour escaped from the creosote and 
caused damage to the plaintiff’s market yarden which adjoined the road. At 
the time there were two methods of wood paving in general use, one with hard 
wood and the other with a softer wood hardened with creosote. 

Held, that the laying of ereosoted wood was a non-natural user of the land, and 
that the company were liable for the damage caused by the escape of the noxious 
matter ; and that the company were not protected by their Act. 

Judgment of the Divisional Court (ante, p. 264) affirmed. 


Appeal from the jolgues of the Divisional Court (Phillimore and 
Walton, JJ.), affirming the decision of the judge of the Tolzey Court of 
Record at Bristol. The case is reported ante, p. 264. The action was 
brought in the Tolzey Court by the plaintiff, who was a market gardener, 
to recover damages for injury caused to the plants and flowers in his 
market garden owing to the escape of noxious dust and/or vapour from 
creosoted wood paving which the defendants, the tramway — , had 
laid in the road adjoining the market len. By section 8 of the Bristol : 
Tramways Act, 1894, ‘‘ the company pave with wood or (by mutual 
agreement) with other suitable material to the satisfaction of the corpora- 
tion” certain portions of specified roads along which they laid their 
tramways. The company paved the portions of one of the specified roads 
which adjoined the plaintiff’s market garden with beech blocks hardened 
with creosote. At that time there were two methods of wood d paving in 
eneral use, one with hard Jarrah wood and the other with wood 
ardened with creosote. There was evidence that, owing to the 
of the neighbourhood, beech blocks hardened with creosote were more 
suitable for paving the ular place than hard wood. The action was 
tried with a jury, who found that the injury to the plaintiff's plants was 
caused by the wood paving used by the defendants, and that it was not 
absolutely necessary for them to are the road as they did and at the time 
they did ; and, in answer to an additional question, they found that it was 
reasonably necessary for the defendants to re-pave the road in the way 
they did and at the time they did according to the knowledge of the 
defendants at the time, but that in the light of the evidence given at the 
hearing it was not reasonably necessary. Upon those findings the judge 
entered judgment for the plaintiff. The Divisional Court affirmed 
judgment. The defendants appealed. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Atverstong, C.J., Gorztt Barnes, P., and Farwet1, 
L..J.) dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstoye, C.J., said that in his opinion the plaintiff had a 
common law cause of action. As was stated in Garrett on Nuisances, 
(2nd ed.), p. 130, “‘if the owner of land uses it for any purpose, which 
from its character may be called non-natural or extraordinary user, 
as, for example, the introduction on to the land of something which 
natural condition of the land is not u it, he does so at his peril, 
liable if sensible damage results to his neighbour’s land from its 
or if the latter’s legitimate enjoyment of his land is thereby 
curtailed.”” The defendants had to shew—and the onus of 
upon them—that the introduction of creosote on to the road was 
ing to the experience of mankind, dangerous or to cause 
see the judgment of Bowen, L.J., in Filburn v. People's Palace and Aquarium 
Co. (38 W. R. 706, 25 Q. B. D. 258). There was no such evidence 
The user of this land was a non-natural user, and the defendants so 
it at their peril. The plaintiff therefore had a cause of at 
law. Secondly, the defendants were not protected by their 
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Section 8 was not an enactment that they must pave with cresoted qood. 
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There was an obligation to pave with wood, but not with cresoted wood. 
plat defendants were, therefore, on the findings of the jury, liable to the 
intiff. 
Gorett Barnes, P., and Farwett, L.J., concurred.—Counset, 7. W. HT. 
Inskip ; Clavell Saiter, K.C., and B. R. Vachell. Sorscrrons, Whites § Co., 
for James Inskip § Son, Bristol ; Stanley, Wasbrough, § Doggett, Bristol. 


| Reported by W. F, Banny, Barrister-at-Law. } 


TRUSTEE OF THE PROPERTY OF FREDERICK LORD (A BANKRUPT) 
v. GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY CO. No. 2. 16th and 26th March. 


Banxrvurtcy—Actioxn ny Trustee tv Bankruptcy ror Trespass AND 
Conversion or Banxrvupt’s Goops—Acreement Givine Powsr To 
Seize—Ser-orr or Dent Dur rrom Bankrupt To Derenpants—Mvrvat 
Deattnos—Bitis or Sate Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 31), 8. 4— 
Banxrvuptcy Acr, 1887 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 38. 

The defendants had seized coal on land contiguous to their railway sidings, 
demised by them to the bankrupt, under the terms of an agreement giving them a 
lien on such coal for carriage dues. The trustee in the bankruptcy brought an 
action for trespass and wrongful conversion. 

Held, (1) that the bankrupt being in possession of the land on which the eoal 
was, the agreement was a document which conferred rights of disposition of or 
charges upon chattels on a person who had no common law lien and no possession in 
respect of such chattels, and was, therefore, a bill of sale, and consequently void 
Sor want of registration ; (2) that the defendants could not set-off against the 
damages recovered by the tiustee the amount owing to them by the bankrupt for 
carriage. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Phillimore, J. (reported ante, p. 96). 
The company had let to the bankrupt, F. Lord, a certain piece of land at 
a rental for the purpose of stacking coal unloaded from trucks on the 
company’s sidings. ‘Che land adjoined the railway sidings and was within 
the company’s yard, the gates of which were closed during certain hours 
of the night. By certain agreements, and in particular by an agreement 
dated the 19th of February, 1903, between the company and Lord, the 
latter agreed to pass over the company’s railway acertain minimum quantity 
of coal each year, and the company agreed to open a monthly credit 
account for the carriage of coal upon condition that they should have a 
lien upon all wagons, goods, minerals, &c., conveyed on their line, or 
which should be at any time upon the railway or upon any ground rented 
from the company, for all rates and charges payable to the company, the 
latter to be at liberty to sell and dispose of avy such wagons, goods, 
minerals, &c., in order to satisfy the lien, and the company reserved the 
right to close the account upon giving one day’s notice of their intention to 
do so, whereupon the whole of the account was to become due. The 
account being in arrear, the company gave notice and closed the account, 
locked their gates, and took possession of the coal both on the land 
and in the trucks on the sidings. Lord was shortly afterwards adjudicated 
bankrupt, The plaintiff became the trustee of his estate, and on the 
12th of January, 1907, commenced the present action. The plaintiff 
alleged that the company acted wrongfully in locking the gates and 

ing possession of the bankrupt’s allotments and goods, which com- 
pletely stopped the further carrying on of the bankrupt’s business ; that 
the agreement of the 19th of February, 1903, operated as a bill of sale 
and was void for non-registration under the Bills of Sale Acts, 1878 and 

1882; and he claimed damages for the trespass to the bankrupt’s lands 

and £500 for the value of the coal, and a declaration that the goods and 

plant in question formed part of the estate of the bankrupt and passed to 
the plaintiff as his trustee free from any claim of lien or other security of 
the company. By their defence the company traversed the allegation 
of the plaintiff, and justified their acts on the 1th of October under the 
agreement of the 19th of February, 1903, and they alleged that Lord was 
in financial difficulties in July, 1906, and his bankruptcy was inevitable in 

October and was not caused by their closing his ledger account. They 

also alleged (as the fact was) that he then owed them £1,138 for 

py a coal, and they claimed to set off that sum against the sum (if 
any) the laintiff might recover against them. The action was tried 
with a jury, and it was conceded that the liability (if any) of the 

— turned mainly on the construction of the ledger agreement of 

the 19th of February, 1903 ; and it was agreed that, assuming the company’s 

acta were not justified in law, £520 was the value of the coal and £25 the 

for the detention of the plant. On the same assumption the 
following issues were left by the judge te the jury, viz. (1) Did the acts 
of the company bring about the bankruptcy of Lord? If so, what damages ? 

(2) If not, then what damages for the trespass? The jury gave a verdict 

of £150 damages on the first point, but gave no verdict on the second point, 

as they thought it did not arise. To prevent difficulties the parties then 

that, on the same assumption, £50 should be the damages for the 
trespass. Phillimore, J., was of opinion that the plaintiff was wrong in 
his contention that the agreement of the 19th of February, 1903, was bad 
under the Bills of Sale Acts. The company were, therefore, justified in 
their action under the agreement, and the whole ground of the action 
failed, but with regard to the claims for £150 and £50, his 
lordship expressed the opinion that the cause of action, if 
any, would remain in the baphkient and not accrue to the trustee. As to 
the last point raised by the defendants, that, even supposing the plaintiff 
could recover, they had a right of set-off, which was a good defence to 
the 1iff’s claim, his lordship thought that the defendants were wrong. 

He thought that the claim of the plaintiff, if it was a good one, arose from 

the detention of the bankrupt’s goods. The claim of the defendants 

arose before the detention of the bankrupt’s goods, and many other things 
not the subject-matter of the action at all. The claim of the defendants 





was anterior in time to the claim of the plaintiff, and did not arise out of 





the same transaction, though to a certain extent they were connected 
with the same goods. Therefore his lordship thought that that defence 
would not have availed the defendants. The plaintiff appealed. On the 
appeal the plaintiff abandoned his claim so far as the coal on the trucks 
was concerned, and also as to the £150, and merely claimed a declaration 
that the coal on the allotments formed part of the property of the bank- 
rupt divisible among his creditors, and passed to the plaintiff as his 
trustee free from any claim of lien or other security of the defendants, 
and £304, the value of such coa!. He also claimed the £50 agreed as 
damages for trespass, and £25 as damages for the trespass to and conver- 
sion of chattels (other than coal) upon the roadways and spaces adjoining 
the allotments. The defendants also gave notice of cross-appeal from the 
judgment of Phillimore, J., as to their counterclaim. The question of 
the validity of the agreement of the 19th of February, 1903, was first 
argued, and on this point 


Tne Covrr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Bucxtzy, L.J., FLEercHER 


Movutron, L.J., dissentiente) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The only question argued before us on this 
appeal was this, whether a ledger agreement, to the precise terms of 
which TU must hereafter refer, is a bill of sale within the definition in the 
Bills of Sale Act. But in the first instance it is convenient to coneider 
some general propositions. A common law lien upon goods depends upon 
possession of the goods, and ceases when possession is parted with: 
Pollock and Wright on Possession, p: 213, and Forth v. Simpson (13 Q. B., 
p. 680). If a person having a lien delivers the goods to the owner of the 
goods, the lien is gone. And this is @ fortiori when the goods are delivered 
to the owner on land of which the owner is in actual occupation. A lien 
of this nature is a common law right and not an equitable right. If, 
however, a right is claimed apart from possession by virtue of a contract 
with the owner of the goods, that is not a common law right, butisa 
right in equity only: Morris v. Delobbel-Fépo (1892, 2 Ch. 352). Whether 
& man is in session or not is partly a question of physical fact and 
partly a question of legal inference. There may be no apparent difference 
between the position of a tenant under a demise of a field and the position 
of a licensee of the same field. But in the former case the possession is in 
the tenant, while in the latter case the possession remains in the owner. 
The question of possession is, in short, the vital and essential element in 
lien. A document which only confers upon the holder of a common law 
lien certain rights of disposition of or certain charges upon the chattels in 
his possession is not a bill of sale within the Bills of Sale Act. Buta 
document which confers such rights upon a person who has no common 
law lien and no possession is a bill of sale within the Act. The material 
part of the definition is ‘‘a licence to take ion of personal chattels 
or an agreement by which a right in equity to personal chattels or a charge 
or security thereon is conferred.’’ It remains to apply these principles to 
the facts of the present case. Lord was a coal merchant at Norwich. 
He had large dealings with the Great Eastern Railway Co., and in 
February, 1903, what is called a ledger agreement was entered into, by 
which the company abandoned their special lien as carriers, and opened 
a monthly credit account with Lord. Clause 3 was as follows: 
‘*The company to have a continual lien upon all wagons, goods, 
minerals, articles, and things hauled or conveyed on their lines, or which 
shall be at any time upon the railway, or upon any ground allotted by or 
rented of the company, for all tolls, rates, charges, aud moneys whick shall 
be or become due or payable to the company, as well as in respect of the 


particular wagons, goods, minerals, articles, and things which shall at any * 


time have been hauled or conveyed along or be upon the railway, or any 
part thereof, and the company to be at liberty from time to time, and in 
such manner as they shall think fit, to sell and dispose of all or any of 
such wagons, goods, minerals, articles, and things in order to satisfy any 
such lien.’? Subsequently, the company granted to Lord several demises 
of allotments or bunkers in their coal yard. It was clear, and it was indeed 
admitted by Mr. Coller in his able argument that these demises gave the 
exclusive possession of the allotments to Lord and were not mere liceac-s 
to use the allotments. The company delivered to Lord coal purchased WA 
Lord and conveyed in the company’s trucks on to his allotments, é.c., his 
goods on his land. I agree that the demises must be taken with and sub- 
ject to the ledger agreement of February, 1903, and, apart from the Bills of 
Sale Act, no difficulty would arise in giving effect to every word of the 
agreement. But, although full effect may still be given to it to the extent 
of all coal in the company’s trucks or elsewhere in the possession of the 
company, the statute does not allow effect to be given vo it in reference to 
coals on the demired allotments. A great point was made by 
reason of the peculiar position of the allotments ia the middle of the 
company’s yard, from which coal could not be taken without crossing 
the company’s land, and it was argued that the contractual lien was only 
suspended and would arise as soon as the coal was moved. But I am 
unable to follow this argument. Phillimore, J., seems to have thought 
the decision of this Court in Spencer v. the Midland Ruilway Co. (11 Times 
L. R. 408) supported the contention of the railway company. But 
with great respect to the learned judge, it seems to me to assist the 
the plaintiff. Evérything turned there upon this fact, that Spencer was 
only a licensee, and that the company retained possession of the land on 
which granite was stored. In my opinion the appeal must be allowed as 
to the only point argued before us—viz., as to the coals on the allotments, 
Fietcner Mov tron, L.J., read a long judgment setting out his reasons 


in detail for coming to the conclusion that the appeal ought to be dismissed. , 


Bucxtey, L.J., also read a judgment, coming to the conclusion that the 
ledger credit agreement of 19th of February, 1903, was by virtue of clause$ 
a bill of sale, and consequently that the appeal must be allowed. 


As to the claims for £50 and £25 the court, without expressing at 


opinion as to whether the cause of action to the trustee or not, 
that the plaintiff could not have any claim, independent of his claim ia 
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respect of the coal on the allotments, and that, consequently, the appeal 
failed as to these sums. 

Tue Court dismissed the railway company’s cross-appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—It follows from the decision of this court that 
the seizure of the coals on the allotments demised to Lord was wro' 
The seizure was on the 15th of October, 1906. A few days later Lord 
presented a petition, on which a receiving order was made, and in due 
course Lord was adjudicated bankrupt. The trustee dispnted the right of 
the railway company to seize the coals, and claimed them on behalf of the 
estate. The coals were sold by orsenquavat and without prejudice. We 
have already decided the amount to which the trustee is entitled in respest 
of the seizure of these coals. But it is not disputed that there is a provable 
debt due to the railway company for a much larger amount, and the 
railway company contend that they are entitled to a set off by reason of 
section 38 of the Bankruptcy Act, on the ground tliat there were ‘‘ mutual 
dealings’’ between Lord and the railway company. In my opinion this 
contention ought not to prevail. At the date of the meting order the 
state of things was this—Lord owed a lange sum of money to the railway 
company; on the other hand, the railway company wro had 
possession of a part of Lord’s assets. You cannot set off qos against 
money: berle’s Hotels v. Jamas (18 Q. B. D. 459). othing was 
done by Lord to waive his Fight to the and to elect to claim 
damages for conversion instead, and the right to set off, as distinct 
from the ascertainment of th® amount to be set-off, must be settled 
once for all on the date of the receiving order: Ze Dainirey, 
Ez parte Mant (1900, 1 Q. B. 546). Nothing done subsequently by the 
trustee could confer a right of set off if no such right previously existed. 
Moreover, I think it would not be reasonable to hold that the sale by 
arrangement and without prejudice, even coupled with the fact that the 
trustee in the presentation claimed not in detinue but for conversion, 
could in any way prejudice or affect the title of the trustee, In the view 
which I take it is not material to consider whether in the circumstances of 
the present case, if the coals had been consumed by the railway co 
before the date of the receiving order, for wrongful conversion 
could have been the subject of set-off. I desire to express no opinion on 
that point. The counterclaim, so far as the set off is concerned, must be 
dismissed. As Phillimore, J., held that the seizure of coals was justified, 
no question of set-off arose before him, but he intimated that his view was 
in accordance with that which I have expressed. 

Fiercarr Moviton and Bucktey, L.JJ., also read judgments to the 
same effect.—Counset, Reed, K.C., and Frank Mellor ; Scrutton, K.C., and 
Coller, Soxicrrors, Tarry, Sherlock, ¢ King, for E. BE. Blyth, Norwich; 
E. Moore. 

[Reported by J. I, Stimuima, Barrister-at-Law. ] 





High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
THE KING v. SPECIAL COMMISSIONERS OF INCOME TAX. Ex parte 


UNIVERSITY COLLEGE OF NORTH WALES. Div. Court. 
30th March. 


Revenve—Income Tax—Universtty Oottege—Portic Scnoo.—Prorerry 
Devoted To CHARITABLE PuRPosrs—Exemptions—Incoms Tax Acts, 
1842 anp 1853, Scueputes A, OC, D. 


The University College of North Wales derived its income from (1) voluntary 
donations ; (2) devises and bequests ; (3) @ Government grant ; and (4) payments 
by students. The capital ys were ted in properties covered by Schedules 
A, ©, and D of the Income Tax Acts, 1842 and 1853. The commissioners 
claimed to tax the income af the college irrespective of its source. 

Held, that a rule nisi for a mandamus to the Special Commissioners of Income 
Taz directing them to allow certain exemptions under Schedules A, C, and D as 
income derived from property devoted to charitable purposes should be made 
absolute, with costs. 


This was a rule nisi calling upon the Special Commissioners of Income 
Tax to show cause why a writ of mandamus should not issue directing 
them to allow certain exemptions under Schedules A, C, and D to the 
Income Tax Acts, 1842 and 1853, on the ground that the general revenue 
of the University College of North Wales, situate at. Bangor, was within 
certain exemptions as being property devoted to charitable purposes. The 
college had paid £606 as income tax during a period of three years, but of 
this sum £120 was in respect of income from property which was the 
subject of specific trusts such as scholarships. On this £120 the com- 
missioners allowed an exemption, and the question arose as to the balance 
of £486 in respect of the general revenue of the col The sources of 
income of the college were (1) voluntary donations, (2) devises and bequests, 
(3) a Government grant of £4,000 per annum, and payment of pupils. 
The capital moneys were invested in properties covered by the 
schedules, and the commissioners claimed to tax the income 
Irrespective of its source. The commissioners accepted the rule 
laid down by Lord Macnaghten in Commissioners for Special Purposes of 
Income Tux v. Pemsel (1891, A. C. 531), but contended that the Act 
differentiated between trusts for payments to pupils and other purposes. 
Counsel in support of the rule pointed out that it was inequitable that the 
Government should make a grant of £4,000 a year tothe college because it 
wasa oor and charitable foundation, and at the same time demand £120a 





ear from the college for income tax. The charter, deed of settlement and 
lance-sheet shewed that the funds were applied “‘for the advancement 


Tudor’s Law of Charities (p. 50), Cominissioners of Income Tax v. Forrest 
(15 A. C. 334) and Re Royal College of Si (1899, 1 Q. B. 871). 

rther submitted that the college might within the term “ 
hool,’’ and cited Blake +. Seuben Cor (19 Q. B. D. 79). 
‘Tue Court (Lord Atvensrons, C.J., and Riptey and Dautine, JJ.), 
dealing with the case only on the particular facts stated above, made the 
rale absolute with costs, and as the Solicitor-Ganeral said he did not/Wish 
to make a return to it, the rule was made peremptory in the fitat instance. 
—Counsun, Sir W. 8. Robson, A.G., Sir 8. T, Evans, 8.G , and W. Finlay ; 
Danekwerts, K.C., and Montgomery. Sowicrrors, The Silicitor for Inland 
Bevenue. Jacques & Co., for J. Glynne Jones, Bangor. 
[Reported by Easxtxx Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Ez parte THE TRUSTEE v. PRUDENTIAL ASSURANCE 
CO. Bigham, J. 30th March, 


Banxevrtcy—Lanpiorp anp Tenant—Distress ror Renr—Commence- 
MENT OF BankRuptoy—ComrvtatTion or Trme—Banxevrercy Acr, 1883, 
ss. 42, 43 
On the 23rd of October, 1907, a landlord put in a distress for rent, and on the 
same date the tenant was adjudicated bankrupt upon his own petition. The 
question having arisen as to whether the distress was put in before or after the 
commencement of the bankruptey, it was contended that it was im ial whether 
the distress was put in before the bankrupt filed his petition, because the adjudica- 
tion, being a judicial act, related back to the earliest moment of the day. 
Held, that the bankruptey commenced at the time when the act of bankruptey 
twas committed on which the receiving order was made, therefore if the distress 
were put in before the bankrupt filed his petition st would be before the commence- 
ment of the bankruptey. 


Motion by the trustee in bankruptcy for an injunction to restrain 
preceeding» under a warrant for distress and for an order that the land- 
ord withdraw. The parties agreed that the distress should be withdrawn 
and that the question for the court should be whether the distress was a 
rone, Un the 23rd of October, 1907, the bankrupt filed his own 
Petition at 12.50 p.m., and was forthwith adjudicated bankrupt.. On the 
same day a distress was put in by the landlord for two quarters’ rent due 
on the 29th of September. The landlord conte that the distress 
had been put in at 12.30 p.m., but the trustee contended that it was 
not until after 1 p.m. The official receiver paid the six months’ 
rent in full a few days later. On the 25th of December a further 
quarter’s rent became due, and on the 12th of February, 1908, the 
trustee, who had into possession of the premises, tendered to the 
landlord £86 5s., being the apportioned rent from the 23rd of October 
to the 25th of December, during which time the trustee had been in 
possession. The landlord refused to accept this amount, and on the 18th 
of February put in a distress for the whole quarter’s rent, which amounted 
to £125. Counsel for the trustee contended that this latter distress was 
wrongful, because the first distress had been put in after the commence- 
ment of the bankruptcy, and the landlord had been paid the six months’ 
rent, which was ai) that he was entitled to under section 42 of the 
Baukruptcy Act, 1883, as amended by section 28 of the Bankruptey Act, 
1890, and that he could only prove for the rent accruing between the 29th 
of September and the 23rd of October. Those sections provide that where. 
alandlord putsin adistress after the commencement of the a itshall 
be available only for six months’ rent accrued due prior to the adj , 
but that the landlord may ey for the surplus due, for which the distress 
may not have been available. Counsel argued that whether the distress 
was put in before the receiving order and adjudication order were made 
was immaterial, because an order of adjudication (if not a receiving order) 
is a judicial act, and therefore dates back to the earliest moment of the 
day on which it is made: Edwards v. The Queen (23 L. J. Ex. 165), Wright 
v. Mills (28 L. J. Ex. 223), and Clarke v. Bradlaugh (8 Q. B. D. 63). 
Counsel for the landlord relied on the terms of section 43 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which lays down that the bankruptcy shall 
be deemed to commence at the time of the act of bankruptcy on which 
a receiving order is made, and argued that ‘“‘time”’ must mean 
hour of the day, a conteption strengthened by the fact that the hour and 
minute of the presentation of petitions is recorded ia a book at the Bank- 
ruptcy Court. In this case the only act of bogie | was the presenta- 
tion of the petition, which, to the landlord’s case, took place 
after the distress was putin. Counsel for the trustee contended, in reply, 
that section 43 gave an artificial extension of the time of the commence- 
ment of the bankruptcy, which was in many cases three months before 
the commencement in fact; but in this case the adjudication constituted 
@ commencement in fact at the earliest point in the day of the 23rd of 
October. ; 

Biceam, J.—I am againgt the trustee on this point. I think that the 
time when the bankruptcy commences is the hour and minute when the 
act of bankruptcy commences—that is, at 12.50 p.m. in this case. If, 
therefore, the distress was put in before 12.50, it was before the com- 
mencemeat of the bankruptcy. 

Evidence was then called as to the exact time when the distress was put 
in; upon which the Court decided that the distress was put in about 
1 p.m., and, consequently, was after the commencement of the bank- 
raptey. The trustee’s motion was therefore allowed.—Counser, Hansell 
Sanderson, K.O., and Compston. Soxscrtons, Piesse ¢ Son; W. Gamble. 


Re BUMPUS. 
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[Reported by P. M. Faaxcxe, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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Societies. 
The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of members of the society will be held in the 
hall of the society on Friday, the 10th of April, at two o’clock, for the pur- 
poses hereinafter mentioned. The President will present the prizes and 
certificates awarded to successful candidates at the final examination in 
January, 1908. 

Mr. H. Wits Cuanpter will move : ‘That in the opinion of this 
meeting the High Court Cause List for each day should be less crowded 
than at present and should always include short causes placed at the end 
of the list and that temporary Assistant Judges should be appointed who 
should enter their names on the day’s rota when at liberty such number 
only being called upon as the day advances as to ensure every case in the 
day’s list being commenced on that day and that permanent appointments 
to.the High Court and County Court benches should generally be filled by 
the selection of those Assistant Judges who had proved themselves most 
qualified for the position.”’ 

Mr. F. Barystey-Harrrr will move: ‘‘ That it be referred to the Council 
to consider the desirability of the society recommending that a solicitor 
who is a member of a public authority should not be professionally engaged 
(either by himself or his firm) in any proceedings against such authority, 
or in which such authority is interested, unless with the consent of such 
authority.”’ 

Mr. Cuarves Forp will move: ‘‘ That in view of the large amount of time 
London members of the Council give to committee meetings, and other 
work of the society, as distinguished from the small amount of time most 
country members of the Council are able to give, it is desirable that an 
association, consisting exclusively of London solicitors, be formed to take 
over some of the London work of the Council: provided that the relations 
between such a metropolitan society and this society shall be similar to 
those existing between the Liverpool and other country law societies, on 
the one hand, and this society on the other; and further, it is desirable 
for the Council to bring up at the next meeting of this society the names 
of such of their members as (being favourable to the formation of a separate 
metropolitan society) are willing to serve on a provisional committee of 
London solicitors (whose names shall be submitted to the same general 
meeting) with a view to establishing such a metropolitan society.’’ 

Mr. E. J. Taustram will move: ‘That this meeting is of opinion that 
the court fees charged in county courts are still very excessive and should 
be further substantially reduced, especially as regards fees charged in cases 
under the extended jurisdiction and for execution and possession.’’ 

Mr. J. 8. Ruprsrer will ask: ‘1, (a) Has the attention of the Council 
been directed to the model rules as to small holdings issued by the Board 
of Agriculture for adoption by county councils or county boroughs and to 
the provision contained therein for purchasers being registered as 
proprietors with an absolute title under section 19 of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897? (5) Is the Council of opinion that this provision is con- 
sistent with the option given by the Act to county councils to adopt 
the system of compulsory registration of title? If not, is the 
Council prepared to represent to the authorities that this provision 
should be withdrawn in view of the fact that with the exception of 
the County of London the system has not been adopted by any county 
in England and that at the instance of the London County Council a Royal 
Commission is on the point of being appointed to inquire into the working 
of the system of London? 2. Has the Council considered the expediency 
of urging on the authorities that the evidence already taken by the Royal 
Commission appointed in May, 1906, to consider the expediency of 
extending a system of registration of title to Scotland should be forthwith 
published with a view to aiding the work of the proposed Royal Commission 
which is to inquire into the working of the present system of compulsory 
registration ? 





The Selden Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


We were only able last week to give a brief report of the annual 
meeting of this society, held on the 25th ult., and this may be supplemented 
by a more detailed report of the address delivered by the President. 


Position or THE Socrery. 


The Prrsipent said that this annual meeting was in one respect a 
— one, because it was the first that had been held after the society 
ad attained its majority, for it was founded twenty-one years ago last 
January. And therefore it would not be out of place for him to make a 
few remarks as to what had been done during those twenty-one years by 
the society. He need scarcely say that he did not intend to go seriatim 
through the works the society had published, but only to make a few brief 
remarks about its work. He did not wish, because he had the welfare of 
the society so much at heart, to be unduly eulogistic. He thought 
he was within bounds when he said that, looking back on its work and 
what it had published, the society might fairly be said to have fulfilled the 
and expectations of its promoters and members. It was not too 
much, he thought, also to say that it had added considerably to the sum 
of knowledge of the legal history of the country and of the manners and 
customs of our people in medieval times. The work the society had done, 
and hoped to continue to do, appealed not only to the lawyer and to the 
antiquary, but also to all students of legal history and to all those persons, 
and they were numerous, who took a great interest in the lives of our 
forefathers. He was not saying that merely of his own idea as to what 





had been done by the society, but he had now—it might be happily, he 
thought it was—more leisure than he had formerly, and he had during his 
hours of leisure been able to read, he was glad to say, a great many books 
on history. And he was pleased to see how largely the writers had availed 
themselves of the works published by the —, in fact it was not too 
much to say that the writer of any history that dealt with medieval times 
in this country could not help, if he was to do his work properly, referring 
to the works of the society and availing himself of the sets of those works. 
He did not propose to go at all in detail through the works issued during 
the twenty-one years, but he should like to say a few words about 
certain special volumes, because he did think they illustrated the remarks 
he had made as to the generality of the interests these works appealed to. 
In the first place, the very first work the society issued, The Select Pleas 
of the Crown, dealing with the period 1220 to 1225, was very interesting 
from every point of view, for though it dealt with criminal matters, it of 
necessity cast a light upon the habits and customs of the people of England of 
that period, and particularly of the class of which else very little was known, 
the lower classes of the country. The same observations applied to the next 
volume, The Select Pleas in Manorial Courts. That was of equal interest 
and equal importance, for it cast a flood of light upon the social habits of 
the people of the country in a medieval village. Then, a work that 
appealed very strongly to him and gave him extreme pleasure to read was 
The Leet Jurisdiction of the City of Norwich, dealing as it did with 
medieval borough life. It might be that other persons were more familiar 
with borough life than he or some of those present were, but he thought 
that to several of them it did give information which previously they had 
not possessed, and told them — about medieval borough life which 
came as somewhat of a surprise to them. The same remark applied to the 
volume on the Beverley Town Documents ; and the two volumes of 
Borough Customs, which had been so admirably edited by Miss Mary 
Bateson, had also been to him extremely valuable. Last, but not least, 
he thought the society might fairly claim great credit for the publication, 
so far as it had gone, of those wonderful Year Books, and especially were 
they indebted to the editors for the introductions they had written to 
those volumes. Without those introductions it would have been difficult 
to have followed the text as well as had been the case, and to properly 
value and appreciate the books themselves. The introductions shewed for 
the first time how the material from which the year books were compiled 
came to be made and how it came to be handed down. Then, he thought 
they might congratuiate themselves upon what that period of twenty-one 
years had done. When they considered the difficulties which surrounded 
the editing of books like these they might also say that the volumes 
issued by the society had been produced, speaking as a whole, with 
commendable regularity. The editing of works like these was a matter 
that could not be accomplished with machine-like regularity. Itcould not 
be done with the ease that so many copies of a document could be printed. 
The work was a very specialone. It required special gifts on the part of the 
editors, and it wasnottoomuch to say that the society’s editors had possessed 
those gifts. Sometimes a little delay had occurred, as could be well 
imagined, by reason of unforeseen difficulties. When an editor began to 
edit a work he too often found in the manuscripts he had to consult 
endless difficulties of translation, things requiring an immense amount of 
research in other books and other documents; and, lastly, illnesses had 
occurred, and therefore it would not have been surprising if the society 
had not been able to produce the volumes as regularly as had been the 
ease. Looking at the difficulty of editing such books, they had been pro- 
duced with a regularity which reflected credit on the society. That being 
the state of affairs, it was not surprising that the society was flourishing in 
another respect—namely, in regard to its pecuniary position. The number 
of members of the society was slowly but gradually increasing. His only 
wonder was, not that the number of members should increase, but that it 
should not increase very much more rapidly. When one considered the 
smallness of the subscription, and the fact that each year a member got 
for his subscription more than the full value of his money, apart from any 
consideration of the public good done by the society, the gratification that 
a member must have in reading the books furnished to him had to be 
considered. ‘That reminded him that the stock of some of the society’s 
books was getting somewhat low, and he did not wish to say anything to 
frighten those who were contemplating becoming members of the society, 
but he might say that if they held out too long they might find when they 
joined that they would not be able to obtain, at any rate, certain of the 
society’s books, without being obliged to pay for them more than 
the society were prepared to charge. The society could not, of 
course, have done all that it had accomplished if it had had to 
rely on the subscriptions merely of its members. It had been able 
to do what it had done because it had been assisted in a public-spirited 
manner by the Inns of Court and by the Law Society, and to those 
bodies the thanks of the society were due. The society had also to thank 
their editors for working as they had done without any adequate remu- 
neration—their work had been a work of love. If it had not been no man 
would have spent his time as the editors had done on their work for so 
small a payment as the society had been able to make. It was because 
they were public-spirited and loved their work that they had done so, for 
they really did their editing for what he might call a comparatl 
nominal pay. Then the officers like the treasurer and the secre 

given most valuable service gratuitously. The amount of work the 
treasurer, and especially the secretary, had done in the past few years was 
known only to those who were acquainted with the inner working of the 
society and the council. The thanksof the society were due in a lange 
measure to those two officers. He need say no more with regard to 
past work of the society, but he wanted to say a few words about the in- 
evitable changes in the staff since the last annual general meeting. Pro- 


fessor Maitland, it was true, died before the last general meeting, but the 
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year that had elapsed since then had shewn what a loss the society had 
sustained in his death. The fact was that an editor like Professor Mait- 
land was like a great painter: he was an individuality that could not be 
replaced. He did not mean to say that when a great painter died there 
were not other artists living, but the particular work of the man died with 
him. And there could not be two Maitlands. At the same time he was 
glad that the society had good men and true to take his place in editing 
the works of the society, men who had their own great qualities just as 
Maitland had his, and the society was to be congratulated in that it had 
secured the services of Professor Vinogradoff and Sir Frederick 
Pollock, who had taken upon themselves jointly the literary director- 
ship of the works which were published. Neither of those two 
gentlemen was willing to take upon himself the sole burden 
of the office, therefore the council had appointed them jointly, 
if he might use the expression, to execute the literary directorship. In 
the volume of the Year Books, which would be in the hands of the 
members very shortly, there would be found a very appreciative memoir 
of Professor Maitland, written by the society’s admirable secretary, Mr. 
Lock, and attached to it there would be found an engraved portrait of 
Professor Maitland from a picture of his talented daughter, Miss Beatrice 
Lock. He was sure the members of the society would read that memoir 
and see that engraving with great pieasure and satisfaction. Professor 
Maitland’s death left the representation of Cambridge residents of the 
society vacant. The vacancy had been filled by the appointment by the 
council of Professor Kenney, in whom it had an admirable representative 
in that university. He would pass over most of the changes in the 
council, but he thought he ought in particular to refer to the fact that 
the vice-president, Lord Collins, whose term of office had expired, had 
been replaced in that office by the present Master of the Rolls. It was 
but right that a society like this should have the Master of the Rolls as 
one of its vice-presidents. He ought also to say a few words about the 
retirement from the council of Sir Alfred Wills, who had been a member 
of it since 1887, and who had been a vice-president. He had shewn a 
most active interest in the welfare of the society, and had been a constant 
attendant at the meetings of the council, and had done good service, and 
he was sure the members would appreciate it and feel thankful to him for 
what he had done. Mr. Justice Channell had been a member of the 
council since 1895, and to him also the thanks of the society were due. 
He was now retiring. He was sorry to say that the treasurer, Mr. F. K. 
Munton, who had held office since 1895, was suffering from ill-health, 
which had been somewhat continuous, and he had found himself 
obliged to give up all active work. He had not in fact been able 
to do much in his office of treasurer during the last six months or so, and 
he had therefore written to say that he proposed to retire at the end of 
this year. Why he did not retire at once was due to thoughtfulness on 
his part. He thought that between now and then the council would be 
able to select some person to take his place who would be ready when 
the vacancy occurred, and that between now and then he might be able to 
assist the new man by making him au fait with the work of the office. 
The secretary, Mr. Fossett Lock~he was not surprised at it—had also 
suggested that he would retire. It would have been a great loss to the 
society. He had found the work nearly too much for him, and that was 
not to be wondered at, especially when it was considered that he was a 
—— man and had his ordinary work to attend to, and that he had 

eld office for thirteen years as secretary; and had in recent years, 
during Professor Maitland’s illnesses, and especially since his death, done 
much of the work of literary director; and also in Mr. Munton’s 
illness, some of his work also. He (Sir Robert Romer) had suggested 
to him that possibly he might see his way to accepting some remuneration 
in the form of payment for his services, as the literary director had done ; 
but he had said he did not wish that, and he had been persuaded to 
reconsider his determination to retire, so that, at any rate, for some 
time he would go on with his work as secretary so long as he 
had only to perform the work purely of secretaryship, and not of 
other offices as well. He did think the society ought to bear in 
mind the fact of what the secretary had done, and that it would 
be only right and proper that some honorarium or some recognition 
of some kind should be made to him for his great services. With 
regard to the future work of the society, the fourth volume of the 
Year Books of Edward II. would shortly be in the hands of the members, 
There had been a short delay in its production owing to the death of 
Professor Maitland. The text of that volume was transcribed by the 
professor in his lifetime, and he revised the first proof. Mr. G. J. Turner, 
the society’s well-known editor, had seen it through the press, and added 
notes and an introduction and indexes. This was stated in the report, but 
he thought he ought to mention it, so that it might be got on the notes, 
Another volume of the Year Books was about to be produced which he 
thought would be of great interest. It was outside the regular series and 
it dealt with a Kentish Eyre, of the time of Edward II. He thought this 
was the first time such a book had been produced, because all the Year 
Books hitherto had dealt not at all with misi prius work or circuit 
work as it would now be called. Professor Maitland had left a rough 
transcript of the text, and that would be used. His executrix had kindly 
placed it at the service of the society. The editing would be done under 
the co-operation of Mr. Pike and Mr. L. W. Vernon Harcourt, and he 
trusted the volume would be a great addition to the works issued by the 
society. The volume for 1908 was already well advanced. It dealt with 
the Law Merchant, a most interesting subject, and he was glad to say 
the materials for the work had proved so abundant that Professor Gross 
had, with the sanction of the council, divided the work into two volumes. 
The first volume dealt with the Fair Courts and other Local Courts con- 
cerning the Law Merchant. The second volume, which would come later, 
would deal with the King’s Courts. 





|8 week’s absence from any cause. He is e 


The Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 


The annual meeting of this association was held on Tuesday, in the 
Middle Temple Hall, the Attorney-General presiding. In mo the 
adoption of the report, the Attorney-General said he had been s by 
the number of applications for grants which had been made during the 
year. It indicated something like a painful stress among the less —— 
members of the profession. It was one of the misfortunes of their pro 
sion, perhaps, because there was a certain gambling element in its attrac- 
tions, that there must be of necessity a larger number of those who were 
not what was called ‘ successful’? than in any other a It was 
a very open profession—perhaps the most open of all professions. It 
offered many attractions, and a certain number of prizes which, he dared 


say, Were very much overrated by those to whom they did not happen te 


fall. That would account, perbaps, for the way in which the youth of the 
country continued to pod sanguinely into the ranks of the profession. 
The young University men seemed determined to idealize the bar and 
were cuming forward in great numbers, perhaps to add to rather than 
to lessen the burdens and responsibilities of those who were carrying on 
that! association. They had ail speculated. upon the number of counsel 
who made reasonable incomes from the exercise of the profession, and 
estimates varied from figures which were very small to figures which were 
still smaller. It had been calculated that on an average a member of the 
bar contributed £78 per annum to the general expenses. ‘This annual loss 
in a great and distinguished profession, calculated by a mathematician, was 
a crushing answer to the complaint sometimes heard from the general 
public about the large incomes made by barristers. A proper appreciation 
of this average might shew that, not only had they gratuitously performed 
their responsibilities, but had given to the community a very handsome 
subscription as well. 
necessitous persons was larger, but in no profession were the necessities of 
less fortunate members more quietly, considerately, and promptly met 
than in that of the bar. 
The usual resolutions were proposed and carried. 





United Law Society. 


March 30.—Mr. Wenyon-Samuel moved, and Mr, Sydney Ashley 
opposed, the following resolution: ‘‘ That this house is of opinion that 
members of the House of Commons should receive from the public revenue 
adequate remuneration for their services.”” The debate was continued by 
Messrs. Hynes, Baber, Chorlton, Bax, Michelson, and Bullock. Mr. 
Wenyon-Samuel replied. The motion was lost by three votes. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Sevupenrs’ Denatinc Socrery.—March 24.—Chairman, Mr, 
R. P. Croom Johnson.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of 
Ogden v. Ogden (1908, P. 46) was wrongly decided,’”’ Mr. O’Hagan 
in the affirmative, Mr. Vere Bass seconded in the affirmative ; Mr. Riddell 


There were many professions in which the number of 


ned 
opened in the negative, Mr. Pleadwell seconded in the negative. The. 


following members also spoke: Messrs. Hargreaves, Hands, Guest, Krauss, 
Dowding, Cornock. The motion was lost by three votes. 


Brrmincuam Law Srupents’ Socrery.—March 31.—Mr. R. FitzJames 
Sawyer, barrister-at-law, in the chair.—The following moot point was 
debated: ‘* That on principle the case of Mayor of Tenby v. Mason is w 
and ought to be overruled by Act of Parliament.’’ The debate was o 
by Mr. G. A. Baker, who was opposed by Mr. D. H. O'Connor. The 
following members spoke on behalf of the affirmative: Messrs. R. F. 
Blakiston, 'T. R. Owens, R. R. C. Yates, M. I. Clutterbuck, and T. H. 
Bethell ; and on the negative Messrs. H. Birkett Barker, C. H. Morgan, 
T Hi. Knight, O. F. Gloster, H. E. Swallow, E. H. Clutterbuck, and R. W. 
Frazier. After the the openers had replied, the chairman summed up, and 
on the question being put to the meeting the voting resulted, for the 
affirmative, seven; and on the negative, 6. A hearty vote of thanks to 
chairman concluded the proceedings. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Bast. Scorr, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Chief Justice of 
the High Court of Bombay, in succession to Sir Lawrence Jenkins, K.0.1.E., 
who has retired. 





Notes. 


‘Mr. Frank C, H. Borrett, solicitor, of Rochester, sends us an unusual 
record of long and faithful service on the part of one of the staff of his firm. 
‘Mr. Alfred Morgan,”’ he says, ‘‘ has just given up his work in my firm at 
Rochester. Had he stayed on till May, he would have comp! his 


seventieth year with my predecessors an be sr one bernie 
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Writing to the Liverpool Courier, Sir John Gray Hill says: ‘‘ The death of 
my most highly esteemed and valued friend, Mr. A. F. Warr, isa very great 
loss to my profession and toourcity. Asa solicitor he always adhered to the 
highest standard of honour, and acted with admirable wisdom, judgment, 
and ability. I believe that my firm had the longest and largest experience 
of litigious and other legal business with Mr. Warr and his firm of any 
solicitors in Liverpool. With him and them the word has always been as 
good as the bond ; the friendly arrangement to avoid litigation and remove 
misunderstandings between clients basalways been welcomed ; and although 
we have often had to ‘strive mightily’ together we have never failed, not 
only to ‘eat and drink,’ but to deal together in every way ‘as friends.’ Per- 
haps those of the public who have to consult lawyers hardly appreciate the 

value to them of such advisers as Mr. Warr. As with E. W. Bird, 
John Dickinson, and C. E. Stevens, ‘this fell serjeant death’ has been 
strict in ‘his arrest.’ But such a death is not a misfortune to such meni ; 
only to those left to mourn their departure. He is the sixth ex-president 
of the Liv = Law Society who has been taken away, with little or no 
warping, within the last eighteen months. His services to Liverpool in 
public matters, not only as M.P. for several years, were extremely great, 
ly in regard to the university. And asa most kindly, courteous, 
sincere, fair, and generous-minded man he had no superior. It is strange 
that but a few years ago his brother, Professor Warr, fell down dead in 
in these chambers from which I write, and I had the painful duty to 
perform of lifting his body from the floor and summoning Mr. Warr from 
the House of Commons with the sad intelligence of the death.”’ 


We are informed that Messrs. Field, Sons, & Glasier’s claim against the 
Official Receiver for commission in respect of the recent sale of the London 
(Riverside) Cold Storage Co’s. freehold and leasehold properties in Tooley- 
street, which was expected to come before Mr. Justice Neville in the 
Winding-up Court before Easter, has this week been settled out of court. 
The case was one of some considerable interest, as, apart from the question 
of the effective cause of the sale to the purchaser, a material difficulty 
wry itself in assessing the total value of the sale consideration, which 
ncluded, in addition to a large cash payment, not only the assumption by 
the purchaser of the company’s liability under a debenture, but the with- 
drawal by him of a disputed debenture claim of over £20,000 charged over 
all the properties included in the sale. Instead of proceeding by way of 
action, the issue was, it appears, raised before the court in rather a novel 
manner by the lodgment of a bill in the liquidation proceedings, by which 
means it became possible to have the issues in dispute dealt with upon 
taxation, firstly in chambers and subsequently in court. 


The reference to the “ Custody of Infants Act, 1901,’’ on p. 365 of our 
last issue, should have been to the ‘‘ Custody of Children Act, 1891." 


General. 


It is announced that Mr. Justice Parker will be the Easter vacation 
judge. 

Some improvement was reported in the early part of this week in 
Sir John Day’s condition. 


Mr. E. N. Fenwick, the Bow-street magistrate, has resigned his 
appointment owing to illness, 


Mr. Justice Bigham will, says the Zimes, take charge of the commercial 
list of actions and summonses during the remainder of the present sittings. 

It is stated that the two temporary courts in the Judges’ Quadrangle 
of the Royal Courts of Justice are ready for occupation. They are to be 
called Courts 10 and 11. 

The annual general meeting of the bar will be held in the old Dining- 
hall, Lincoin’s-inn, on Tuesday afternoon, the 5th of May, when the 
Attorney-General will occupy the chair. 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission, on the 27th ult., to the 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill, the Transfer uf Training Colleges (Scot- 
land) Bill, the Madras Railway Company (Annuities) Bill, and other Bills. 

At the ensuing Summer Aesizes on the North-Eastern Circuit it has, says 
the Zimes, been arranged that Durham shall be the first place on the 
circuit instead of Newcastle, in order that the assizes at the latter place 
may not clash with the miners’ holiday week in Northumberland and the 
meeting of the Royal Agricultural Society at Newcastle. 

The tenants of No. 1, Brick-court, Middle Temple, have, says the Times, 
all left their chambers. ‘The old oak panels, marble mantelpieces, and the 
various other fittings and materials will at once be sold by auction, and 
directly after the sale the building will be pulled down in order that the 
work of rebuilding may be proceeded with without delay. 

Sir Lawrence Jenkins, who is retiring from the Chief Justiceship of the 
Bombay High Court to take his seat on the Council of the Secretary of 
State for India, left Bombay on the 14th of March for this country, says 
the Times. Among the farewell addresses which he received before he left 
was one from the pleaders of the High Court, while another, presented by 
an influential deputation headed by the Aga Khan, was from the leading 
citizens of Bombay. 

At the Cardiff Assizes on Tuesday, says the Daily Mail, Mr. Justice A. T. 

ressing a man named Maurice Shannon, found guilty of 
robbery with violence, said that he seemed to have lived a thoroughly use- 
leas life and to have preyed upon people. ‘‘It is a very serious offence,”’ 
his lordship continued, ‘‘ and I should not be doing my duty if I did not 
attempt to reprers it as far as lies in my power. I know there are some 
humanitarian people who object to the use of the lash, but when we have 
to deal with persons of your class, I do not think there is any other method 
of teaching you and convincing you that it is a game that is not worth 
continuing to play. You must know that if you come to this court for 





committing robbery with violence, you will assuredly suffer not merely 
imprisonment, which you do not seem tocare about, but also by your person 
receiving chastisement. As for those people who have such highly senti- 
mental views, when they are the persons who are attacked, then I will listen 
to them if they desire mercy should be shewn to the accused. But [ think 
they should try to realize to some extent the condition of these poor people 
who are subjected to the treatment you give them.’’ His lordship passed 
sentence of twelve months’ hard labour and fifteen Jashes with the ‘‘ cat,’’ 

The encounter between the two K.C.’s in the Lord Chief Justice’s court 
has, says a writer in the Globe, resulted, as was anticipated, in nothing 
more serious than a reprimand by the benchers of their respective inns. 
The resolutions of the benchers are screened in the halls, where, by way 
of additional punishment, they will remain for fourteen days. The 
benchers of the Inner Temple—the inn of one of the combatants—have 
resolved that his conduct is ‘‘ deserving of grave censure, and that he be 
severely reprimanded,’”’ and the benchers of the Middle Temple and of 
Gray’s inn—the other combatant has the misfortune to be a member of 
two inns—have recorded their censure in similar terms. An incident 
which, happily, is without any exact parallel in the history of the bar has 
thus been fittingly closed. 


An ingenious marriage contract not to be performed until the death of the 
young lady’s mother, presumably to avoid any disagreeable interference by 
the mother-in-law with the connubial bliss of the wedded pair, is, says the 
Central Law Journal, revealed in the case of Bailey v. Brown (88 Pac. Rep. 
518). Judge McLaughlin, of the California Court of Appeals, who filed a 
concurring opinion in the case, intimates that a breach of such contract 
did not constitute a cause of action. He asked the question ‘*‘ How could 
a contract to marry exist when the promisor might never be under an 
obligation to marry the promisee, and vice versd?’’ and continued: ‘ If 
this good mother should live to a very ripe old age, as mothers sometimes 
do, no human being could tell what might happen. Lither of the parties 
might be waiting for the other, harp in hand, beyond this vale of tears, 
or both might pine away and die before this promise of future connubial 
bliss could ripen into a cause of action enforceable in earthly courts. 

A Bill of the past week which has been atopic of conversation in legal 
circles is, says a writer in the Daily Telegraph, the Attorney-General’s 
scheme, introduced in the House of Commons, for the reconstitution of 
the office of Director of Public Prosecutions. At present the Earl of 
Desart serves the country with much effictency in three capacities, being 
Director of Public Prosecutions, Solicitor. to the Treasury, and King’s 
Proctor; and though he has a considerable staff to help him in his 
multifarious duties, there is no question that he is overworked. And his 
burdens must necessarily be increased when the Criminal Appeals Act 
comes into operation next month. Wherefore the plan of separating the 
Directorship of Public Prosecutions from the allied office of Solicitor to 
the Treasury seems a reasonable one. The triple crown worn by Lord 
Desart is well gilded. As Solicitor to the Treasury and Director of Public 
Prosecutions he receives £2,500 a year, and as King’s Proctor a further 
£2,000. What salaries will be attached to the positions hereafter remains 
to be seen, but it is clear from the observations of the Attorney-General 
in the House of Commons that the authorities intend that, when the two 
offices are disunited, the Directorship of Public Prosecutions shall not fall 
toa person of second-rate abilities or achievements, and that they are 
prepared to fix the salary accordingly. This is as it should be. If the 
present joint stipend were divided into two equal moieties, a barrister of 
the first rank would not be tempted to assume the office. 

The Law of Distress Amendment Bill, introduced by Mr. Arnold 
Herbert, came this week before Standing Committee A of the House of 
Commons. The Attorney-General, on behalf of the Government, said, 


according to the Z.mes, that the Bill gave to the principle of the Lodgers’ - 


Goods Protection Act a somewhat wide extension, and would have the 
effect of abolishing the law of distress in a good many cases where it 
created no hardship, and might have the effect, if unamended, of facili- 
tating the ejection of tenants, and of causing the landlord to refuse leave 
to sublet. He accordingly moved amendments to preserve to the land- 
lord his full powers over the tenants in occupation as well as over his 
immediate tenants. By one of these amendments, it was provided that a 
payment made under the provisions of the Bill to the superior landlord 
might be deducted by the tenaut making the payment from the rent due, 
or to become due, to his immediate landlord. The Attorney-General’s 
amendments were agreed to, and it was also agreed, on the motion of Mr. 
Arnold Herbert, that the Lodgers’ Goods Protection Act, 1871, as amended 
by this Bill, should not apply to ‘‘ goods belonging to the husband or wife 
of the tenant whose rent was in arrear, nor to goods comprised in any 
settlement made by such tenant, nor to goods in the possession, order, or 
disposition of such tenant by the consent and permission of the true owner 
under such circumstanc:s that such tenant is the reputed owner thereof.” 
The Bill, as amended, was ordered to be reported to the Houss. 


The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


April 6.—Mesers. Tucxertr & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Mansion in Grosvenor-square (see 
advertisement, p. v., March 28). 

April 6.—Messrs. Courtine & Couuins, at the Mart: Freeho!d Residence (see advertise- 
ment, p. v., March 28). 

April 7.—Mr. E. Huon Henry, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Ground- 
rents (see advertisement, back page, March 28), 

April 7,—Messrs. Sarrsx, Rex, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freeholds and Leaseholds, 
Shop and House (see advertisement, k page, this week). 

April 8.—Messrs. Eowis Fox & Bousrzixp, at the Mart, at 2; Freehold (see advertise- 
ment, back , March 28). 

April 10.—Mersrs. Fraxcis Dop & Co,, at the Mart, at 2: Freeho'd and Leasehold 
Investments, Houses and Shops (see advertisement, back page, this we +k). 
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Result of Sale. 


Reversioxns, Lire Poutcres, ayo Tirae Rext-caaror, 


Mesers. H. E. Foster & Caranriecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 856) of the 

above-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the 

following lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being £6,900: 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS: 





















To £3,333 6s. oo . Bold £1,500 
To £210 Consols_.... one ope ow ous i oe ie .6 80 
To Four-fifteenths of £4,900... oo eco ead ves eo 555 
To £560 Consols : al oes on “ cee * jo 233 
To £350 eee veo re eco vee eee ooo ose ove ” 205 
To £390 ‘. . a ooo - ose oon Fe 105 
POLICIES of ASSURANCE: 
For £1,000 ... coe cee ooo eos coe ete cee ose a 48) 
For £1,000 ... eee coe ose eee ooo ove om eee oe 170 
For £1,000 ... ° ven eee i am ow ee 870 
TITHE RENT-CHARGE of £208 88.14. perannum.. ... .. =. ~——-1,930 
REVERSION to Property at Plumstead ... eco ons a : 1,200 
Court Papers. 
i! . 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rora ov ReorsTrars in ATTENDANOR OW 
Date Exuercescy Apprat Covrr Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
» Rota. No. 2. Jovor. Swineew Eavy. 
Monday ........ April 6 Mr. Beal Mr.Theed = Mr.Leach Mr, Farmer 
Tuesday ...... 7 Farmer Goldschmidt G oH Beal 
Wednesday 8 Greswell Theed Leach Farmer 
Thursday - Leach Goldschmidt Greswell Beal 
Friday ...... . 10 Bloxam Theed Teach Farmer 
Saturday............... 11 Borrer Goldschmidt Greswell Beal 
Dat Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
~~ Waraincros. NEVILLE Parxts. Eve, 
Monday... .....April 6 Mr. Church Mr. Tindal KingMr, Borrer Mr. Bloxam 
TNOBEOT once sncostece 7 Synge Church Bloxam Borrer 
Wednesday ......... 8 Beal Tindal King Borrer ayoge 
Synge Church Bloxam indal King 
Greswell Tindal King Borrer Goldschmidt 
Synge Church Bloxam Theed 








SUPPLEMENTAL LIST. 
THE COURT OF APPEAL. 
Hitary Srrrmes, 1908, 
(Continued from p. 382). 
The Appeals or other business proposed to be taken will, from time to 
time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
DIVISION. 


(Interlocutory List.) 
1908. 


Boaler v Howes andors app! of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated Jan 17, 1908 (security ordered) Feb 5 : 

Depeaux vy Depeaux app! of defendant from order of Mr Justice Neville, 
dated Jan 24,1908 (so March 28) Feb 17 : : 

In re O. Dennett, dec Dennett v Lane and ors appl"of pltff in person 
from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Feb 14,1908 (security 
ordered) March 2 : 

In re Same Same v E Ball and ors appl of pitff in person from order of 
Mr Justice Warrington, dated Feb 14, 1908 (security ordered) March 2 

Divorce Birch, R E (appit) v Birch G F (respt) appl of applt from order 
of the President of the Probate and Divorce Division, dated Feb 17, 1908 
March 2 

FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION, 
(General List.) 
1908. 

In the Estate of Harris Norman, dec Kutner v President and Governor 
of Addenbroke’s Hospital. appl of pitff from order of the President, 
dated Jan 30,1908 Feb 8 

FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER, 
(Final List.) 
1907. 

In re Lightbourne Estate 1d and In re The Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874, and In re the Ohancery of Lancaster Acts, 1852 to 1890 appl of 
The Lightbourne Estate 1d from order of the Vice-Chancellor of the 
County Palatine of Lancaster, dated July 29, 1907 Aug 12 

1908. 

Andrew vy Andrew andanr appl of defts from order of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated Dee 16, 1907 Jan 28 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION 
(Final List.) 

1905, 

Rumball v Bunting app! of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated 
Merch 11, 1905, without a jury, Middlesex (so for appointment of Legal 

Representative) April 12 
1906. 

Salt Union ld v Brunner, Mond & Uo, ld appl of pltffs from judgt of the 

Lord Chief Justice, dated Aug 10, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex 

(80 not before March 20) Aug 16 


1907. 


English v Metropolitan Water Board pl of pltf® from sate ot the 
Lord Chief Justice, dated Feb 14, 1907 (jury ). x ond 
cross-notice by defts, dated Nov 20, 1907 (s o not be Easter) Feb 

Rea v London Transport Co ld appl of deft from judgt of Justice 
Channell, dated Jan 24, 1907, without a jury, Middlesex (6 o to further 
order) March 28 

Attorney-(en on the relation of the Staines U D Cv Ashby appl of left 
from judgt of Mr Justice Joyce, dated May 3, 1907, without a jury, 
Middlesex (so generally) Aug 2 

Woollen v Gavin app of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated 
July 27, 1907, without a jury, Middlesex (to be tried before Bigham, J 
day to be fixed) Aug 2 

Carlisle Rural District Council v Mayor, Aldermen and Citizens of Carlisle 
(W Kennedy, ld, 3rd parties) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated July 6, 1907, with a jury, Manchester (8 o generally) 
Aug 15 

Pen Sk (Informant) v Duke of Richmond, Gordon and Lennox 
(Revenue Side) appl of Informant from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated 
July 30, 1907 (so for Attorney-Gen) Aug 16 , 

Marreco and ors v Richardson appl of pl from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bray, dated July 29, 1907, at Salisbury (8 o Easter) Oct 24 

Oria and ors v Poland appeal of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, 
dated July 30, 1907, without a jury, Middlesex (security ordered —part 
heard) Oct 25 

The West Riding of Yorkshire Rivers Board v Butterworth & Roberts 
appl of defts from judgt of Justices Phillimore and Walton, dated Oct 
22,1907 (so March 23 Oct 29 

Levy v Machonochie appl of deft from order of Me Justice Ridley, dated 
Oct 26, 1907, without ajary, Middlesex Nov 9 Lsvy v Maconochie 
appl of defendant from orders of Me Justice Ridley in chambers, dated 
Nov 12 and 19,1907 Dec 3 

R Baker v D Faber appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling and 
a special jury, dated ad 21, 1907 (8 o until after LO J's stay in Appeal 
Court) Dee 19 f 

In the Matter of An Arbitration between B Lucas and The Chesterfield 
Gas and Water Board appl of the Chesterfield Gas and Water Board 
from judgt of Me Justice Bray, dated Dec 20, 1907 Jan 1 

Kydd (applt) v The Watch Committee of the City of Liverpool {reapte) 
appl of appellant from judgt of Justices Channell, Bray and Sutton, 
dated Dec 12, 1907 (8s 0 not before Liverpool Assizes over) Jan 4 

Hindle v Brown appl of deft from judgt of Mr. Justice Pickford and a 
special jury, Lancaster, dated Dec 14, 1907 (8 o not before Liverpool 
Assizes over) Jan 8 

Hornby v McLarea and anr (McLaren 3rd party) appl of deft McLaren 
from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, common jary, Middlesex, dated Dec 20, 
1907 Jan 24 

F Sage & Co (1905) 1d v Mazawattee Tea Cold appl of defts from judgt 
ot Justices Phillimore and Walton, dated Jan 16,1908 (s o not before 
March 23) Jan 28 

From Final List, transferred to Interlocutory List, Feb 4 Russell v 
London and South-Western Railway Co appl of defts from order of 
Justices Phillimore and Walton, dated Jan 20, 1908, and cross-notice 
by pltff, dated Feb 5, 1908, part heard (so March 21) Jan 30 

Schwabacher v Schmidt appl of deft from judgment of Mr Justice Jelf, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 22,1908 Feb 6 

Webster & Barraclough v Watts, Watts & Co appl of pltf® from judgt of 
Mr Justice Bigham, Middlesex, dated Jan 30, 1908 Feb 6 

Collins & Maas v McLaren & Coo “ppl of pltff from judgt of Justices 
Phillimore and Walton, dated Jan 24, 1908 Feb7 

Blair (trading &c) v Buckworth appl of deft from _— of Mr Justice 
Channell, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 28, 1908 Feb 11 

West v The Bristol Tramways and Co ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Justices Phillimore and Walton, dated Feb 4, 1 Feb 13 

Roscoe (judgt creditors) v Stobbs Guage debtor) The Paringa Mines ld 
(garnishees) appl of judgt debtor from judgt of Justices Phillimore and 
Walton, dated Feb 3, 19: Feb 15 

Woolwich Equitable Building Sx v Forshaw & Davis appl of deft Davis 
from judgt of Mr Justice A. T’. Lawrence, dated Feb 7, 1908 (security 
ordered) Feb 18 

Smith v Dalton appl of deft from judgt of Justices Phillimore and 
Walton, dated Jan 25,1908 Feb 21 

Emanuel and ors v Symon appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, 
ma mage a ec 20, 1907 Ma 21 F Sie Deaton 

Gillespie v Tatham appl of p’ rom judgt o' r Jus Bigham, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 12, 1907 Feb 20 

In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889, and In the Matter of an Arbitra- 
tion between the Rugby Cement Oo and the London and North-Western 
Ry Co appl of London and North-Western Co from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bray (special case), dated Feb 10, 1908 Feb 22 

In re Arbitration Act, 1889, and In re an Arbitration between the kas A 
Portland Cement Uo and the London and North-Western Ry Co appl of 
Rugby Portland Cement Co from judgt of Mr Justice Bray {opecial Sane) 
dated Feb 10,1908 Feb 24 

Hewlett vLC OC _ appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Bray and a com- 

mon jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 13, 1908 Feb 26 

Bellingham & Co ld v Hurley appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 

Lawrance, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Dec 7, 1907 Feb 26 

Fletcher and ors v Godbold appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Pick- 

ford, ihe . jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 30, 1908 (atey granted pending 

appeal) Feb 26 





P 
Zick v The London United Tramways ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Jelf, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 13,1908 Feb 28 
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Goodson v Baker appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 13, 1908 March 2 

Reindeer Steamship ld v Forslind & Son appl of pits from judgt of Mr 
Bigham, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 21, 1908 March 3 

Cobbett and ors v Wood = app! of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford 
without a jury, West Derby Division of County of Lancaster, dated Dec 
14,1907 March 3 

Roper v Lisle appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Channel] and a 
common jury, Newcastle, Northumberland, dated Feb 20, 1908 March 4 

Penny v Bonfils and ors appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice A T 
Lawrence, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 20,1908 March 6 

Horstmann v Goode appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Darling (jury 
discharged), Middlesex, dated Feb 17, 1908 March 6 

Burgis and ors v Constantine appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 23, 1908 March 7 

Baxter’s Leather Co ld v Royal Mail Steam Packet Co appl of pltffs from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 5, 
1908 March 7 

Yangteze Insce Assoc v Indemnity Mutual Marine Assce Co ld appl of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, Middlesex, dated Feb 28, 1908 
March 13 

Parkinson v Elliot appl of defendant from judgment of Mr Justice 
Phillimore, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 2, 1908 March 16 


FROM THE PROBATE DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
(ADMIRALTY). 
With Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 
1908, 


Syria—1907—Folio 402 The Owners of Sailing Barge Reliance and ors v 
The Owners of Steamship Syria (damage) appl of ptffs from judgt of 
Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Feb 7, 1908 March 5 


Without Nautical Assessors. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1908. 

Largo Bay—1908—Folio 50 Bell & Dunn ld and ors, owners of twenty- 
four sixty-fourth shares in the Steamship Largo Bay v The Remaining 
Owners of the Steamship Largo Bay appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Feb 10,1908 March 14 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1907. 

Hugget v Miers appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on app! from verdict 
and judgt, dated Nov 22, 1907, at trial before Mr Justice Channell and 
and special jury, Leeds (s o generally) Dec 10 

Chittleborough v Hoskins & Sewell ld appln of defts for judgt or new 


trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 26, 1907, at trial before 
Mr Justice Jelf and a special jury, Birmingham (so March 26) Dec 18 


J Winslow v The Bushey Urban District Council appln of defts for judgt | 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 13 1907, at trial | 


before Mr Justice Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex Dec 20 
1908. 

Levy Bros & Knowles ldv T Kewley appln of deft for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 21, 1907, at trial before Mr 
Justice Phillimore and a common jury, Middiesex Jan 13 

Boothman v Armitage Ibetson ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated Nov 26. 1907, at trial before Mr 
Justice Channell and a special jury, West Riding, Yorkshire (so for 
Leeds Assizes) Jan 14 

Grover and anr v Winch appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 27, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex Feb 3 

Merryweather v Jones Bros appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 22, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex Feb 3 

Earl of Lanesborough and ors v Dixon appln of deft for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 27, 1908, at trial before 
Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex, and cross-notice by 
pitff, dated Feb 3, 1908 Feb 4 

Parr’s Bank ld v Clinton and ors appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 28, 1908, at trial before Mr 
Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex Feb 4 

Fergusson v The Malvern Urban District Council appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict judgt, dated Jan 28, 1908, at trial 
before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex (s o March 23) 
Feb 5 

Sternberg v Simplex Engineering Co ld appln of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 27, 1908, at trial before 
Justices Phillimore and Walton, Middlesex Feb 5 

Furniss v Cambridge Daily News 1d and anr applin of pltff for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 3, 1908, at trial 
before Mr Justice Channel, and a special jury, Middlesex (s o not before 
March 20) Feb 11 

Bourne and anr v The Mayor &c of the Metropolitan Borough of St 
Marylebone appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated Jan 30, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a 








special jury, Middlesex Feb19 Same v Same appln of defts for 
judg or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 11, 
1908, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex 
Feb 19 

Stephens v Norsworthy appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 30, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Pickford and a common jury, Middlesex (security ordered) Feb 19 

Busby v Jcel appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated Feb 21, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice Bray and a 
common jury, Middlesex March 2 

Bluett v Stutchburys ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 16, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice 
Sutton and a common jury, Middlesex March 2 SamevSame appln 
of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
Feb 17, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice Sutton and a common jury, 
Middlesex March 2) 

Hunt v Rees & Co (Cardiff) ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 26, 1908, at trial before Mr 
Justice Grantham, without a jury, Middlesex March 9 

Melford v Crossman appin of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 3, 1908, at trial before Mr Justice Jelf 
and a common jury, Middlesex March 11 

Buck v Day appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and 
judgt, dated Feb 27, 1907, at trial before Mr Justice Coleridge and a 
common jury, Middlesex March 11 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1907. 
In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889, and in the Matter of an 
Arbitration between the North Metropolitan Tramways Co and the 
Leyton Urban District Council appl of The North Metropolitan Tram- 


ways Co from order of the Divisional Court (Justices Phillimore and 
Walton), dated Oct 15, 1907 (s o March 20) Nov 1 


1908. 


White v Bradley & Bauer and anr appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Jelf, dated Jan 29, 1908 (s o generally) Feb 6 

Livierato Freres v Khedivial Mail SS and Graving Dock Co ld appl of pltffs 
from order of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Jan 28, 1908 (s o generally) 
Feb 7 

Wilhelmy and ors v Quitzow (by original action) Quitzow v Wilhelmy 
and ors (by counterclaim) appl of Oscar Quitzow from order of Mr 
Justice Jelf, dated Feb 5, 1908 (s o March 23) Feb 22 

Eurydice Ship Cold v John McNair and ors app! of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated Feb 17, 1908 Feb 25 

Tannenbaum & Co and anr v Heath and ors appl of pltffs from order of 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated Feb 13, 1908 Feb 27 

Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Ry and Dock Co v Denaby and 
Cadeby Main Collieries ld appl of plitffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated Feb 11, 1908 (s o March 30) Feb 27 

Campbell v British Dredging Co ld appl of of pitif from order of Mr 
Justice Jelf, dated Feb 12, 1908 Feb 28 

Peel v Higgins appl of dett from order of Mr Justice Jelf, dated Feb 21, 
1908 Feb 29 

British Maritime Trust 1d v Dodwell & Cold appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated Feb 19, 1908 March 2 


| Milne v Thellusson appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Jelf, dated 


Feb 19,1908 March 3 

Wallace v Pearce appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Jelf, dated Feb 
20,1908 March 4 

Wynn Evans v The Credit Reform Assoc and ors appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Coleridge, dated March 3, 1908 (security ordered) 
March 10 

Engelbach v Straus and anr appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Coleridge, dated March 10, 1908 March 14 


In re The Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 and 1906. 
(From County Courts.) 
1908. 


Rosenqvist v Bowring & Co ld appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Middlesex, Whitechapel), dated Feb 6, 1908 Feb 13 

Houghton v Stubbs 1d appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Lancashire, Warrington), dated Jan 23,1908 Feb 13 

Rolfe v 7. appl of respt from award of County Court, dated Jan 27, 
1908 Feb 14 

Jones v Wilson & Co appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Herefordshire, Hereford), dated Feb 11, 1908 Feb 18 

Wolsey and ors v Pethick Bros appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Surrey, Kingston), dated Feb 14,1908 Feb 28 

Taylor v The Owners of the Ship Strathdon appl of applicant from award 
of County Court (Middlesex, Bow), dated Feb 12, 1908 March 4 

Cammell, Laird & Cold v Platt appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Chesbire, Birkenhead), dated Feb 14, 1908 March 4 

Young v Sykes & Son appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Middiesex, Westminster), dated March 4, 1908 March 9 

Robertson and ors v Owners of SS Corsican appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated Feb 21, 1908 March 13 


N.B.—The above Supplemental List contains Chancery, Palatine and 


King’s Bench Final and Intercolutory Appeals, &c., set down to Maret 
17th, 1908, 


AyrsHlr 
or bef: 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, March 27 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1x Cuanorry. 

Baxsvay Leatuer Manvracturine Co, Limrrep—Petn for winiing up, presented March 
29, directed to be heard April 7. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of April 

Burnsipe’s Parent Box Co, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 39, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Reginald 
ae Emson, 26, Budge row, Cannon st. Townroe, Budge row, Cannon st, sol or for 
liquidator 

Cast Surety Stores, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 9, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. P, Cash, 35, 
Commercial st, Halifax. Jubb & Co, Halifax, solors for liquidator 

CaILTREN EsTaTRs Co, Limirsp (rx Liqu IDATION) —Creditors are required, on or before 
April 27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 


or claims, to Robert Si Salisbury House, London wall. Ingle & Co, Capel House’ 
New Broad st, solors for fiquidator , 

Caspray O11 Syxpicate, Liutrep —Creditors are required, on or before May 11, to send 
their names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 8. G. 
Malins, 15, Great 8t Helens. Maddison & Co, Old Jewry, solors for for liquidaror 


Corxisu Haxp Warovent Metat Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 


Courtenay & Co, Gracechurch st, solors for petners. | 


to William Arthur Barresdale Robertson, Huntercombe Manor House, nr Henley on | 


Thames. Hartcup & Co, Surrey st, solors for liquidator 
E. J. Morris & Co, Limirep— 


Chantrey, 57, Moorgate at, liquidator 


-Creditors are required, on or before April 20, to send their | 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Herbert | 
| Swiss ResTaURANT Co, Limrrep— Creditors are x 


Geneva Hors, Lutrrep —Petn for winding up, presented March 24, directed to be heard | 


April7. Kennedy & Co, Clement’s inn, Strand, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 6 
Normanpy’s Patrest Maeine Alaatep Fresa Warer Co, Limirep—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 6, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Charles Stork Holdsworth, 23, Bush In, liquidator 
London Gasette.—Turspay, March 31. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LawiTep in CHANCERY. 
Ayrzsutre Gop Ming anp Lomacunpa Rarttway Co, Lintrep - Creditors are required, on 
or before May 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 


23. to send their names and addresses, and the particulary of their debts or claims, to 
William Rowe, Camborne. Danie!l & Thomas, borne, solors for liqaidaeor 

County or Starrorp Loan axp Discovuyrt Co, Lrurrep—Creditors are uired, on, 
before May 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts dr 
= = Charles Ernest Bullock, Albion st, Hanley. Holltinshead, Tunstall, solor 

or liquidator 

“D” Synxpicats, Limrrgsp—Creditors are required, on or before May 11, to send their 
names and addresses, and the saptioaien of their debts or claims > E. 8. G. 
Malins, 15, Great St. Helens. Maddison & Co, Old Jewry, solors for liqui: 

Excetsion Typewriter Co, Liarrep—Creditors are pr gery A on or before May | 9, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars or claims, to George 
Gregson, 17, Fenchurch st. Russell & Co, Norfolk st, — ae company 

Josera Crossiey & Sons (BuRNLEY), Limrrep—Credit i on or before May 6, 
to send their names dreases, and the particulars “of their debts of claims, to to Tom 
Wilson, 12, Hargreaves st, . See ee 

So10, Limirep—Credi on or before April 39, to send their names and 
addresses, and particulars pr their debts or claims, to Alenry Frederick — 2, 
Darley st, Bradford. Walmsley, Yeadon, solor for liquidator 


uired, on or before April 15, to 
their names and addresses, and the particulars o: their’ debts or claims, to F. W ° 
17, Above Bar st, Southampton, liquidatrr 

Vicroaia Ixvestment Corporation, Lintrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 11, 
to send their names and dresses, the particulars of their debts or claims to 

E. 8. G. Malins, 15, Gt 8t Helens. Maddison & Co, Old J 








solors for li quidator 
W. Puxyy & Co, Limrrep— —Creditors are required, on or before 7% es their names 
ohn Carpenter, 105, 


and addresses, and the Renna of their debts or claims, to J 
Market st, Manchester. wnall, Ashton under Lyne, solor for liquidator 

Wrwaap Tra ¢ to, Limrrep Creditors are required, on or before June 29, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Thurlow 
Curtis, 7, Mincing ln, liquidator 








Agent 


Bankruptcy Notices. | 


4.—Faipay, March 27. | 25 Ord March 25 


| Rarszsow, Lawrence, Porchester rd, “yay _Cmneeet 
High Court Pet Dec 20 ’Ord March 
Sa.taouse, Cuartes Epwarp, Salford Salford Pet March 


Garretr, Epwarp, Stroud, Glos, Shopkeeper April 4 
at 12° Off Ree, Station rd, Gloucester 

Guapwis, Samvet Newrox, Pontefract, Yorks, Confec- 
tioner April 6 at it Off men, 6. Bond ter, Waketield 


Gazett 
RECEIVING ORDERS. | Saarpe, Sawven Gartayp, Lytham, Lanes, Surgeon | Garey, Atrrep, Uttoxeter, Staffs, [ankeeper April 4 at 11 
Arey, Miies, Barry rd, East Dutwich, House Furnisher Preston Pet March 24 Ord March 24 Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 
High Court Pet March 24 Ord March 24 | Surru, Henry Francis, Leicester, Carter Leicester Pet | Haray, Joun Henry, Beresford rd, Southall April 8 at 12 


Bowex, Georcz Heyry, Swansea, Licensed Victualler | March 23 
Swansea Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Buacess, Hirvine, Preston, Fish Dealer Preston Pet | Pet March 21 
March 23 Ord March 23 } Somervitue, 
Buecess, Ricwarp, Preston, anaes Fitter Preston Pet | 
March 23 Ord March 2 
Caaster, Wicitam, East Gelestesd, Chemist Tunbridge 
Wells Pet March3 Ord March 23 23 Ord March 23 
Cavpet., Joux Henry, Berwick st, Oxford st, Pawnbroker | Taompsox, Grorae, 
High Court Pet March 23 Ord March 23 P-t March 24 
Coutins, F, Walpole rd, Walthamstow, Essex High Court | Tusver, James Taomas, 
Pet March 3 Ord March 24 
Cosyisu, Rosert, West End In, West a pstead, Watch- 
maker High Court Pet March 25 March 25 
Caoox, Grorce Henry, Chorlton on Siedinske Manchester, 
Builder Manchester Pet Feb 27 Ord March 24 
Caowruee, Jos, Brighouse, Yorks, Joiner Halifax Pet 
March 23 Ord March 23 


Keepers Windsor 


Ord March 24 
Waker, Geornce Hewry, 


Ord March 23 

| Surra, Taomas Henry. Grantham, Hay Dealer Nottingham 

Ord March 21 

Cuargies Apprsox, Leyburn, 
Keeper Northallerton Pet "March 23 

| THomas, Grirrira, and Davio Taomas, Bynea, Carmar- 
then Brick Manufacturers Carmarthen Pet March 


Bralford, Wheelwright 

Ord March 24 

Hanway st, Comm'ssion Agent 
High Court Pet March 24 Ord March 24 

Vatuts, Sam, and Haray Varwis, Slough, B — Hotel 

Pet Feb 28 Ord March 

Wacker, Canouine Estuze Haraison, Cape Hill, Smeth- 
wick, Staffs, Corsetiere Birmingham Pet March 24 


Highgate rd, St 


14, "Bedford row 

Hit, ‘Wiuuiam Henry. Cantlop, Salop, Licensed Victualler 
April4 at 11.45 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Kenny, Eowarp Marraew,. Nottingham,” Tailor April 6 
at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

—— Joux, Erdington, Warwick, Grocer April6 at 11.30 

Corporation st, Birmingham 

Lov aun, ‘Tuomas, South Bank, Yorks, Grocer April 7 
atill Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Miiddnesbronae 

MaAgsHatt, ALFRED, Burnaby cres, Guanersbury, Draper’s 
Assistant April8to3 14, Bedford row 

Maertix, Eowis. Oxted, Surrey, Builder April 4 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldngs, Garey st 

Nett, Perer Gaypox, Devonport, Fish Merchant April 6 
at 12.45 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

NELsow, Cuanues, Darlington, Sawyer April 7 at 11.30 

Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Oaxrs, Fer, Cleethorpes, Plumber April 4 at 11 Off 


Yorks, Hotel 
Ord March 23 


Braiford 


Pancras, 


Cottumetne, James, Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer Sheffield Cabinet Maker High Court Pet March 25 Ord Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grims 
Pet March 24 Ord March 24 March 25 Pauuasu, Avruazp Leorotp, and eapeertT PAatuasn 
Day, Witttam Henry, Milford, Derby, Railway Clerk | Wane, Caartes, Crediton, Devon, Batcher Exeter Tottenham, General Dealers April7at 3 14, Bedford 


Derby Pet March 23 Ord March 23 | 
Farmer, Haney, Walsall, Bookseller Wallsall Pet March 
21 Ord March 21 
Feazy, Ernest Baxter, Toddington, Beds, Grocer Luton 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 me... 
Frower, Arntaur Epcar, Upper 4 st, Builder High | 
Court Pet March 20 Ord March 


Ord March 25 


Gaze, Evizapeta Ann, Parkhouse st, Camberwell, Laundry 
Proprietress High Court Pet March23 Ord March 23 

Gitpea, CHARLES, jun, — pool, Poulterer Liverpool 
Pet March 1t ‘Ord March 24 

Garritas, James Eowrn, rh 
maker Bristol Pet March 25 

Hare, Eowagp, Gloucester, Grocer Gloucester Pet March 
23 Ord March 23 

Hawt, Witi1am Josava, Kingsway bdgs, Twickenham, Toy 
Dealer Brentford Pet March 24 

Hit, Wittiam Henry, Cantlop, salop, Licensed Victualler 
Shrewsbury Pet March 24 Ord March 24 


Francis, Bristol, Cabinet 
Ord ‘March 2 ? 
Barrow in Furness 


6 atl 


pol, Toy Dealers 
st, Liverpool 


Joux, Bensamex, jun, Maesteg, Glam, Collier Cardiff 
Pet March 23° Ord’ March 23 | 
Laop, Lucy, Devonport, Costumier Plymouth Pet March | 
23 Ord March 23 | bury 
Lauuie, Dawret, Mount Bridge, Boston, Lincs, Baker | Booru, 
Boston Pet March 24 Ord March 24 1L Off Ree, 8, "albert rd, Middiesbrough 
Layrie.p, Mary Hannan, Burnley, Leather Dealer Burn- | Bowen, Geonce Henry, Swansea, 
ley Pet March 25 Ord March 25 } April 7 at 11 
Levix, Cuartes,$ Copthall av, Stockbroker High Court | Baowstya, 


Justice Pet March 4 Ord March 25 
Locxwoop, AtBgEat Eowarp, Sheffield, Furniture Dealer's 
Assistant Sheffield Pet March 3 Ord March 23 
vesty, James, Upper Shelton, Marston Bz-dford Pet 
March 10 Ord March 23 | 


| Bor«tns, 
2.30 Grand Hotel, 


Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Wepecer, Avraep Henay, 8t David's, 
house Keeper Exeter Pet March 21 Ord March 21 
Wircomn, Josava, Bath, Boot Maker Bath Pet March 


Woop, Waisman, New Scarboro’, Tingley, Yorks, Grocer 
Wakefield Pet March 23 Ord March 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arrsy, Mites, Barry rd,‘East Dulwich, House Furnisher 
April 6 at 12 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Avperson, Ropert, Kirkby Stenhen, Westmoreland, Sad- 
dier April 10 at 11.45 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 


Arkinson, James, Whitehaven, Camberland, Saddler April 
Court hous2, Whitehaven 
Ord March 24 Bates, Faancis Eowaagp, and Roserr Percy Bares, Liver- 
April 7 at 11 
| 


Bennett, Avan, antl Grorce Harerrson Foragrattr, 
Ossett, Yorks, Athletic Goods Manufacturers Aoril 6 | 
at ll Of Rec, Bank Chambers, Corporation st, Dews- Tuomeson, Georar, Braiford, p wpeientgas April7 at 11 


‘Feesenwx, Stocktoa on Te2s, Barber April 7 at | Tippert, Wituram Sracey, Ma’ 


Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Eenest Joun, Ealing rd, South Ealing, Tailor | 

April7 at 3 14, Bedford row 

Heaseat, West *dartleposol, Grocer 

West Hartlepool 

Carrer, Tromas, Northampton, Blouse Manufacturers | 
April 6 at 2.30 Of Ree, 4 Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 





row 

Exeter, Lodging | Patuures, Eorra, Monknash, nr vee Glam April? 
at10 Off Rec, 117, 3t Mary st, Cai 

Porxtea, Roprar, Reading, Restaurant Keeper April 9 at 
12 Queen's Hotel, Reading 

Posse.wuairs, Caaaces, Dartmouth rd, Brontesbury, Far- 
niture Dealer April 6 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Parrcaarp, Atsert Jons, Aberdare, Glam, Beerhouse 
a ell a 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, 

‘ont: 

Ramee , -» Porchester rd, Pa Oxy > pana 
Agent April6at12 Bankrw bidgs, Care: 

Reap. er “me pos ata erts, Builder Apel 6 at 
12 ‘1 

Scurror, ns Fanny, Walsall, Newsagent April 6 at 11.30 
Off Rec. , Wolverhampton 

| Surra, Taowas Heway, Grantham, Hay Dealer April 6 at 
12 Off Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Sraxury, Frepericx WILtiaM, ry ge Leicester. 
Cowchbuilder April 6 at 12 , Berridge st, 
eicester 








Off Rec, 35, Victoria 





or Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradf 

eld, Newquay, Cornwall, 
| Builder April7at12 Off Reo, Bowrwen x Traro 

| Torwer, James Taomas, pone | i Commission Agent 


April 8 at 12 Bankruptey bla; 
een Seenen. Bubwith, nr Selby, ¥. be A A 4atli 
ytd — 


| 
} 
| Off Ree. York City Bank chmbra, an 
April6at | Watker, George Heyer, Highgate rd, 
net Maker April 8 atl Bankruptey bldgs, C: —? 
wo Caarves, Crediton, Devon, Butcher Ap: 


10.39 Of Reo, Bedford circus, Exeter 


Licensed Victualler 


| 
| 
Mascaant, Wittiam, Ashton under Lyne, Commis:ion ham | Warren, Tuomas Sreruenx, Modbury, Devon, Licensed 
Agent Ashton under Lyne Pet March 10 Ord | Caupevu, Joux Heney, Berwick st, Oxford st, Pawnbroker | Victualler April 6 at 12.30 7, Buckland ter, Pi bh 
March 23 April 6 at 11 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st Wenorry, Avrazp Henry, 8t Davids, Exeter, 
Marrix, Eowrs, Oxte1. Surrey, Builder Croydon Pet | Couttns, Faxpertick, Walpole st, Walthamstow April 7 at House Keeper April 9 at 10 30 or Reo, 6, Bi 
March 24 Ord March 2 12 Bankruptcy ’bldga, Oarey st circus, Exeter 


May, Percy Ricuargp, 8t , SOE Ramsgate, Florist 
Ganterbury Pet March 24 Ovd March 24 
Netsox, Heaveet James, Norwich Norwich Pet March 
ll Ord March 24 
News, Jonny Wiiuam, King’s Heath, Worcester, Baker 
Brmingham Pet March 24 Ord March 24 
UBL, i1LUiAM, Holland Park avenue, Kensington, 
Organ Builder High Court Pet March 25 Ord 
March 25 
Ottver, Georae, Stockton on Tees, Biers Gotten Stock- 


Crowraer, Jon, 
Day, Wituam Hevry, 


Deruam, 


7 at 11.30 Off Ree, 





Corwisn, Rosear, West End In, West Hampstead, Watch 
Maker April 7 atl Bankruptee bldgs, Carey st 

Brighouse, York, 

Conaty Court House. Prescott st, Hailfax 

Sunny Hill, Milford. Derby, Rail- 

way Clerk April 4 at 11.30 Off Ree, 47, Fall st, Derby 

Curment, Swindon, Dairymaa April 4 at il 
Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

them, Arrior, LAasiorpe, Middlesbrough, Builder April | Bavu, Joun Heyay, Mannamesd, coe, Tipsouth, Builder Ply- 

Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


| 

| Woop, Watrmay, New Tingley, Yorks, Grocer 

| April 6 at 11.3) Off Reo, @ Bod te Waketield 

Wuioat, James Waren, West Hartlepool, Grocer 
6 at 2.20 Grand Hotel, West Hartlepool 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


| Army, Mives. Barry rd, Exst Dulwich, House Furnisher 
Court Pet March 24 Ord March 24 


Joiner April 8 at 10 


mouth Pet Feb 14 Ord March 


tonon Tees Pet March 21 Ord March 2 Evans, Taomas Isaac, *Bédlinos, Glam, Builder April Gat | Baxen, Avyaro, Baru, Blenheim rd, Bedford pk, Chiswick, 
Basen, Hosscs ‘Bessauts, Lovett, Builder Gt 2,8) Off Rec, County Court, Town hyrTydfl | Builder Bréntford Pet Nov 19 Ord March 2t 
- Yarmouth Pet March 24 Ord March 24 ree (orgee jest. _Marionough rd, 8 a Basa, Lancs, Draper Pet Feb 19 
O%eLwaire, Cuaries. Dartmoath rd, Brondest ood, Builder Ap’ at ruptey bldgs, Carey 

Furniture Dealer. High Court Pet March 25° Ord Gao, Evizaneta Any, Parkhouse st, Camberwell, Laundry | Bowen, Grosses i, Swansea, Licensed Victualler 

March 25 Proprietress April 6 at 2.80 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st Swansea Pet March 23 Ord March 23 





eS 


nee 
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Burorss, Hinvixe, Preston, Lancs, Fish Dealer Preston | Waker, Grorck Henry, Highgate 14, St Pancras, Speake, Atpert Eowarp, Crewe, Cycle Agent N. 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 | Cabinet Maker High Court Pet March 25 Ord | Pet March 28 Ord March 28 
Buronss, Ricnarp, Preston, Lancs, Range Fitter Preston March 25 | Sprinc, Cuaries, Reading, Tailor Reading Pet March 9 
Pet March 23 ‘Ord March 23 Wat, James, Underhill rd, East Dulwich High Court Ord March 26 ? 


Cavupg.t, Jony Heyry, Berwick st, Oxford st, Pawnbroker 
High Court Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Corums, Farperick, Walpole rd, Walthamstow High 
Court Pet March3 Ord March 25 

Creaszy, Rosert Gronce Mackisz, Martin’s In, Cannon st, 
Accountant High Court Pet Dec5 Ord March 25 

Crowrner, Jon, Brighouse, Joiner Halifax Pet March 23 
Ord March 23 

Cutiompixe, James, Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer Sheffield 
Pet March 24 Ord March 24 

Day, Witiram Hewnry, Milford, Derby, Clerk Derby 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Bvans, Tuomas Isaac, Bedlinog, Glam, Builder Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet March 11 Ord March 24 

Faawer, Harry, Walsall, Bookeeller Walsall Pet March 
21 Ord March 21 

Feazer, Eexrst Baxter, Toddington, Beds, Grocer Luton 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Gorpe.tizr, Frank Hewanp, Napier rd, Kensington, 
Chemist High Court Pet Feb27 March 23 

Games, Thomas Isaac, Gt St Helens, Accountant High 
Court Pet Feb 22 Ord March 24 

Harts, Evwarp. Gloucester, Grocer 

h 23 Ord March 23 

Haut, Witi1am Josava, Twickevham, Toy Dealer Brent- 
ford Pet March 24 Ord March 24 

Haagaison, Richaro Watson, Hollinwood, Oldham, Soap 
Manvfacturer Oldham Pet Feb4 rd March 25 

Harry, Jonx Henry, Southall Windsor Pet March 16 
Ord March 21 As 

Jonx, Benxsamix, jun, Maesteg, Glam, Collier Cardiff 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 ‘ 

Kespea.t, James, Barking rd, Plaistow, Boot Dealer High 
Court Pet Feb17 Ord March 24 f 

Krircueyver, Percivat, Jarvis Brook, Suss:x, Builder 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Feb 17 Ord’March 21 

Lane, Gronaz, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler Warring- 
ton Pet March3 Ord March 24 : 

Laswrz, Daxter, Mount Bridge, Boston, Lincs, Baker 
Boston Pet March 24 Ord March 24 

Layrie_p, Many Hawwan, Burnley, Leather Dealer Burn- 
ley Pet March 25 Ord March 25 ' ; 

Locxwoop, Atsert Epwarp, Sheffield, Furniture Dealer’s 
Assistant Sheffield Pet March 3 Ord March 24 

May, Percy Ricsarp, 
March 24 Ord March 24 

Me.emetpsiax, Mineax, and Hacor Bepaos Porapiay, 
Manchester, Shippers Manchester Pet Feb 20 Ord 

23 


Gloucester Pet 


gate, Florist Canterbury Pet 


Movtps, Grorcr Toomas, and Frank Peacivat Mawsoy, 
Mounteorrel, Leicester, Brewers Leicester Pet Feb 20 
Ord March 23 

Nears, Joux Witt1am, King’s Heath, Worcester, Baker 
Birmingham Pet March 24 Ord March 24 

Ouiver, Grorce, Stockton on Tees, Bicycle Dealer Stockton 
on Tees Pet March 21 Ord March 21 - 

Peanrsow, Horace Bexsamiv, Lowestoft, Builder Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet March 24 Ord March 24 

Posse.wuirsz, Caartes, Wigmore st, Furniture Dealer 
High Court Pet March 25 Od March 25 

Satrnouse, Caagurs Epwanrp, Salford Salford Pet 
March 25 Ord March 25 

Bamurt Gartayp, Lytham, Lancs, Surgeon 

Pet March 24 Ord March 24 


—— 
Suiru, Hewry Frascis, Leicester, Carter 
March 23 Ord h 23 


Leicester Pet 


Swira, Tsomas Hewey, Grantham, Hay Dealer Notting- 
ham Pet March 21 Ord March 2: 

Sommrvittz, Cuanies Appisox, Levburn, Yorks, Hotel 
Keeper Northallerton Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Sranwanv. Artnua, West Kensington mans, Kensington 
High Court Pet Jan18 Ord March 24 

Tuomas, Gairrita,and Dayip Tuomas, Kynea Carmarthen. 
Brick Manufacturers Carmarthen Pet March 23 Ord 
March 23 


Tnoursow, Grorcr. Bradford, Wheelwright 
Pet March 24 Ord March 24 

Tuosrsox, Wititam Govtpex, Chorlton cum Hardy, Man- 
chester, Aniline Merchant Salfird Pet Feb 25 Ord 
March 23 


Toaxre, Janes Tuouas, Hanway st, Commission Ag nt 
High Court Pet March 24 Ord March 24 — 

Watxer, Casourse Esrnen Haraisox. Smethwick, Ste ffs, 
Corsetiere Birmingham Pet March 24 Ord March 24 


Bradford | 


Pet Jan 20 Ord March 19 


Warr, Cuaries, Crediton. Devon, Butcher Exeter Pet | 


March 23 Ord March 23 
Werocery, Atrarp Hewry, St David's, Exeter, Lodging 
house Keeper Exeter Pet March &1 Ord March 21 


Wrixtsson, Percy Cuarves, Gray’s inn rd, Printer High | 


Court Pet Feb 28 Ord March 24 

Wircous, Josnva, Bath, Boot Maker Bith Pet March 25 
Ord March 25 

Woop. Waismax, New Scarboro’, Tingley, Yorks, Grocer 
Wakefield Pet March 23 Ord March 23 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Extiorr, Joux Enxsesr, Beaumaris, Anglesey, Hotel 
Keeper Bangor Adjud Oct 22,1907 Annul Feb 23 


London Gazette,—Turspay, March 31. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Anpertos, Harry, Sheffield, Typewriter Dealer, Sheffield 
Pet March 26 Ord March 26 

Aryotp, Percy Granvitte Cuirrorp, Clapham, Beds, 
Butcher Bedford Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Baker, Samvet, Oldbury, Worcester, Miner West Brom- 
wich Pet March 27 Ord March 27 


| Warr, 


Staxpex, Witiiam, Eastbourne, 


Baker Eastbourne By 
March 20 Ord March 26 Pe 


| Sronr, Hagarett, Sandgate, Kent, Boot and Shoe Dealer 


Canterbury Pet Marchil Ord March 28 
Sroarr, James, Mellor, Derby, Grocer Ashton under 
Lyne Pet March 25 Ord March 25 “~ 
Vaspervumr, Cuaries Louis, Swansea, Clerk Swans, 
Pet March 26 Ord March 26 
Tuomas ‘Hewyry, Cinderford, Glos Engineer 
Gloucester Pet March'25 Ord March 25 

Wairenead, Ferp, Leeds, Commission Agent Tels 
Pet March 25 Ord March 25 

Wut1ams, R O, Bronant, Aberystwyth, Tobacco Deal: 
Aberystwyth Pet March12 Ord March 26 

Wititamson, Grorce Wituiam, Toft Newton, Lincoln, 
Farmer Lincoln Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

FIRST MEETINGS, 

Barnett, Wittiam Ricnarp, Manchester, Travelli 
Draper April 9 at 11.45 Off Rec, 13, Winckley z 
Preston 

Bay.irre, Joun Skane, Wroughton, or Swindon, Dairymag 
April 8 at 10.15 Off Rec, 48, Regent circus, Swindos 


| Burcsss, Hirviye, Preston, Lancs, Fish and Chip Dealer 


Bayuirre, Joux Searie, Wroughton, nr Swindon, Dairy- 


man Swindon Pet March 26 Ord March 26 

Beacu, Caarites, Whitton Park, Hounslow, 
Brentford Pet Jan2 Ord Feb 21 

Brown, Artsurs Witiiam, Langtord, Beds, Vegetable 
Salesman Bedford Pet March 25 Ord March 25 

Baowse, Jous Henry, Torquay, Dog Fancier Exeter Pet 
March 27 Ord March 27 

Carrer, Caartes Grorce, Newtown, Montgomery, Dairy 
Proprietor Newtown Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Cow ey. Exos, Wroughton, nr Swindon, Builder Swindon 
Pet March 25 Ord March 25 

Cross, AnTuur, Dursley, Glos, Baker 
March 27 Ord Masch 27 

Epwarps, Marcaret. Aberystwith, Butcher Aberystwith 
Pet March :8 Ord March 28 

Epwaarps, Tuomas, Gilfach Goch, Miner Cardiff Pet 
March 27 Ord March 27 

Forrest, James, Rhyl, Flint, Fried Fish Restaurant Keeper 
Bangor Pet March 26 Ord March 26 

Harvey, Atnert Epwarp, Devonport, Hairdresser Ply- 
mouth Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Hewkis, Hessert, Urmston, Lancs Salford Pet March 
%7 Ord March 27 

Horver, Frask, Scarborough, Brick Manufacturer Scar- 
borough Pet March 26 Ord March 26 

Jones, Apetaipr Raysowp, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler 
Wrexham Pet March 26 Ord March 26 

Laxouer, Marx, Ipplepen, Devon, Builder Exeter Pet 
March 27 Ord March 27 

LicgatowLer, Witiram, Brotherton, York, Ironmonger 
Wakefield Pet March 26 Ord March 26 

Litxtz, Georce Taeopore Vareatay, Holborn viaduct 
High Court Pet Jan6 Ord March 27 


Gloucester Pet 


Morriit, Taomas, Lloyd's av, Metal Merchant High Court | 


Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Narracort, Roperr towarp, stoke Gabriel, Devon, Builder 
Plymouth Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Noni, Hesry Crcit, Reading, Wholesale Fruiterer Read- 
ing Pet March 26 Ord March 26 

O.tpHam, James Syonety Mownrtacur, Lichfield, Staffs, 
Brewer Walsall Pet Feb 11 Ord March 26 

Parkinsoy, James, Haighton Green In, nr Preston, Farmer 
Preston Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Payne, WituiaM, Warbleton, 8u-sex, General Smith East- 
bourne Pet March 28 Ord March 28 

Powe.t, Taomas, Ashley Down, Bristo!, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Brs'ol Pet March 2s Ord March 26 

Resnagps. Cuartes Wiitiam, Whitley Bay, Northumber- 
land, Traveller Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 28 
Ord March 28 

Rosests, Wacter Georce, Westminster Bridge rd High 
Comt Pet March 4 Ord March 26 

Rounpie, Josren Carpis, Stoke Newington rd. Oil an4 
Colourman High Court Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Scotr, EurzasreTa, West Hartlepool, Baker Sunderland 
Pet March 27 Ord March 27 


SHarmay, Tuomas Antuvr, Dudley, Worcester, Tarf Adviser } 


Dudley Pet March 4 Ord March 27 


Builder } 





April 9 at 11.15 Off Rec, 18, Winckley st, Preston 

Borcess, Ricnarp, Preston, Range Fitter April 9 at ij 
Of Rec, 13, Wiackley st, Preston 

Cowtey, Exos, Wroughton, nr Swindon, Builder April § 
at10 Off Reo, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Dirtock, Samun., Weymouth, Engineer April 9 at 19.6 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salis bury 

Farmer Harry, Walsall, Bookseller April 9 at11.30 Of 
Rec, Wolverhampton 

Feazey, Eannst Baxter, Toddington, Bedford, Groce 
April 9 at12 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Firtru, Ropgat, Cheetham, Manchester, Grocer April 8to 
2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Gairriras, James Eowry, Bristol, Cabinet Maker April§ 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Hackett, Witriam, Clent, nr Stourbridge, Auctioneer 
April 8 at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudl-y 

Harpy, Caarces Frepenic, Sheffield, Machine File Cutter 
April 9 at 11.39 Off Rec. Figtree In, Sheffield 

Horner, Faank, Scarborough, Brick Manufacturer April 
9at3 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

Jouyx, Bexsamin, jun, Maesteg, Glam, Collier April 10a 
1230 Off Reo, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Lamar, Daniet, Boston, Lincoln, Baker April 9 at 12,15 
Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

Levin, Caanves, Copthall House, Copthall av, Stockbroker 
April 10at1t Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Licnrow.er, Wiitiam, Brotherton, York, Ironmonger 
April 8at11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 


Lirxiz, Groace Taropoxne Vavertax, Holborn viadu 


| Mornitt, Taomas, Lioyd’s avy, Metal Merchant 





April8at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Lock woop, ALBERT Epwarp, Sheffi-ld, Furniture Dealer's 
Assistant April9at12 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 
Marcuant Wittram, Ashton under Lyne, Commission 
Agent April 9 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
April 8 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Nagracott, Rosert Epwarp, Stoke Gabriel, Devon, 
Builder April 8 at 3 Gerston Hotel, Paignton 


Nevson, Herpert James, Norwich April 8ati2 Off Reo, 


8, Kiog st, Norwich 

Newis, Joun Wiiitam, King’s Heath, Worcester, Baker 
April 9 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Noste, Henry Cecit, Reading, Wholesale Fruiterer April 
9at1l Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Nostx, Wit.iaM. Holland park av, Organ Builder April 
10at1 Bankruptcy bldys, Carey st 


| Oriver, Groroe, Stockton on Tees, Bicycle Dealer April9 
| 


at% Off Kec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Parsons, AuTaur, Crewe, Gas Fitter April 8at12 Off 
Rec, Kivg st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Pearson, Horace Bexsamin, Lowestoft, Builder April 8 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, Kiog st, Norwich 

Pircay, W1ii1aM Isiporz, Salford, Lanes, Ladies’ Costumiet 
April 9 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Pows i, Taomas, Ashley Down. Bristol, Licensed Victualler 
April 8 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTE 


FUND, LIMITED. 


ESTASLISHED IN {89I. 


MOORGATE STRAT, LONMDom, 


EX@LUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








630 Appeals to Quarter 


supervision of the Corporation. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Sessions have been conducted under the direction and 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be 
on application. 
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Rosants, WALTER Gronor, Westastoster Bulge sf April 
9at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
iiiees, Joszra CaARsis, Stoke ate a rd, Oil and 
Colourman April9at1l1 Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 
Sarraouse, Cuaries Epwarp, Salford, Livensel | Victualler 
at 3 Ne Byrom «, Manchester Sinton 
P rsawvt ARLAND nes, 
=" 11.30 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 
Gurvs, Gasr Francis, Enderby, Carter April 8 at 12 
ff Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
et, Cuartzs Apprsox, Leyburn, Yorks, Hotel | 
Keeper April 9 at 8 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 
BrRine, “CnARLES, Reading, Tailor April 9at 12,30 Queen’s | 
Hotel, Reading 
Sroarr, James, Mellor, Derby, Grocer April 8 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Byrom Manchester 
Tuomas, Gairrita, and Davip 7 Bynea, 
Brick Manufacturers April 8 at 11. 
Queen st, Carmarthen 
WALKeR, Canotine Estaer Harnisoy, Birmingham, Cor- 
setiere April 10 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Bir- 
mingham 
Watson, Joun Bensammn Atnax, Sheffield, Furniture 
Dealer April 9 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree in, Sheffield | 
Warseune> nEeD, Leeds, Commission Agent April 8 at 
11 Off Ree, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
eB, .~ a. Bath, Boot Maker April 8 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Amended notice substituted for that pamense in 
the London Gazette of March 20 
Fussert, Atsest Henry, Pontypridd, Wholesale Confec- | 
tioner April 8 at 11 Off Rec, Post Office. chmbrs, 
Pontypridd 





Carmarthen, 
Off Res, 4, 








R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 

—Particulars on application, personally or by letter, at 2, 
Hare-court, Temple, 


C. WHITHAM, Solicitors’ AUDITOR 
e and COSTSMAN.—56, Wellclose-mount, Leeds, 


AW.—A London Solicitor of 27 years’ 

standing, mature experience, apt and capable, holding 

high professional credentials thereto, and with 26 com- 

missionerships, Seeks moderately-salaried Post to Assist, or 

Use of Office, having nucleus of established connection.— 
——- to 8., 46, Narcissus-road, West Hampstead, N.W., 

cn. 


AW PRACTICE.—Two Solicitors, of 
some Experience (University men), wish to Acquire 
@ good General Practice with a fair share of Conveyanct 
#outh or South-West of England or Midlands a wom 
advertisers have capital at command, and are prepared to 
py down £2,000 for a satisfactory. business. — Address, 
.W., Stafford House, Duke-street, Bath, 














LAY: —Conveyancing Clerkship Required 
(London or Country, near to Sutton, Surrey) 
by Solicitor; expsrt Draughteman; thirty years’ ex- 
perience; good references.— Apply Lewis Wssrsroox 
Hiren, Solicitor, Station-road, Belmont, Sutton, Surrey. 


OLICITOR (24, January Final wee) 
Desires Clerkship in London Office ; experienced in 
Conveyancing and General Practice ; edncated at leading 
pubic school; excellent references; salary by arrange- 
ment.—Replies to A. B. » care of Messrs. Robbins, 
Billing, & Co., 218, Strand, Lonaon, W.C. 


UCCESSION to a Common Law and 
Conveyancing Practice, with or without Advocacy, 
Required, in South Wales or Monmouthshire, shewing a 
net profit of not less than £200-£300 per annum, by a Welsh 
Bolicitor with £1,000. zippy Messrs, Anwoup & Co,, 60, 
Queen Victoria-street, E.C 


RECUIRED, for further extensions, £3,000 
in First Mortgage Debentures of not less than 
£500 each; interes: 6 per cent. with share of profite ; 
amply secorei upon old-established. profitable slate 
quarry.—T, E. M., 12, Selborne-road, Southgate, N. 

















Wire: Evanoplis, London. 


W. EVANS & GO. 
11, GT. PORTLAND ST., 
LONDON, W., 


ALSO AT 


287, REGENT STREET, 
LONDON, W. 


(2 few minutes’ walk from 
the am. West End 
bs). 

_ New and pe Selec- 
» tion of Goods now on view 
’ for the Coming Season 
= at strictly Economical 
s Prices for Cash. 

DRESS SUITS from § Gas. 
LOUNCE SUITS . 3 » 

**TRUTH" says: “ Our 
latest discovery in tailoring 
ia W. Evans & Co., who can 
actually fit.” 

The ‘‘ FIELD" says: “I 
is with confidence that we can 
recommend Mesers, W. Bvans 
& Co. The cut is absolutely 
correct.”” 


ANDREW’S HOSPITAL 


ST. 
FOR MENTAL DISEASES, 
NORTHAMPTON. 


Estd. 
Phone: 821 Mayfair. 3258" 































| For the Upper and end Middle. Olasses only. 


ENT : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, E.G. 


This Institution is a Registered Hospital under the 
Lunacy Act for the of private patients of the 
Upper and Middle classes only, and is in no way 
connected with a County or Borough 

aes which Pauper Patients are 


It is 2 situated, and is epeentet by more than 


BRITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE 


COMPANY, LIMITED. 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - - - £1,050,000. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL & RESERVES - £380,000. 


Head Office— 
5, LOTHBURY, BANK, LONDON, E.C. 


THE LORD oS JUSTICE OF 


Directors. 
Chairman: WILLIAM MAPLES, Esq. 
= yg M. F. MONIER-WILLIAMS, Esq. 
William Hitchins, 


ee, 
—— Herbert james, 


Solicitors: Messrs. Baxer, Buaxer, & Hawes. 
Bankers ; Messrs. Rovarrs, Luspock, & Co 
Manager and Secretary: H. Fostsx Cururr. 
BRANCH ESGTAGLIGHMENTS AT 
BIRMINGHAM, 1%, Colmore-row. 
BRISTOL, 31, Baldwin-street. 
EDINBURGH, 41, Frederick-street, 
LEEDS, 5, rade, [S.. 
LONDON (West End), 3, Regent-street, Waterloo-place, 
LONDON (City Branch), 37, Queen Victoria-street, 
LIVERPOOL, 8, The Dale-street 
CHESTER (Sub-Branch), 16, 16, oy Exchange-chambers, 
MANCHESTER, Al, ©: 
GLASGOW, 108, West Georges 
NEW CASTLE-ON-TYNE, t a 
DUBLIN, 38, Dame-street and 12-14, CollegeGreen, 
BELFAST, 79, — 


risks, within the ary ay yx including Mercantile 
Insurances. Also Em Liability and Burglary. No 
Foreign Business unde 

Application for ‘Agencies invited. 





100 acres of park and 
—— from _—_ tg ee qui 
ments o! 
oe ying higher rats can have ve Special Attendants, 
‘and pyle ges tg Oe 
branch establishment, two 


The terms may be reduced in suitable cases on application 
to the Governors on printed forms supplied. For further 
particulars apply to the Medical Superintendent. 


BRYN-Y-NEUADD HALL, LLANPAIRFECHAN, 
The Seaside House of St. Andrew's Hospital. 
The Hall to beaeiiteity situated in a Park of 280 acres 

oon + sea, and in the midst of the finest scenery in 
Patients belongi to the Hospital (or Boarders) may go 
tH Lrther partoulars ra apply to the Medical Superinten 

‘or a a “ 

dent, 8t. Andrew’s Hospital. orthosepton. 


Treatment of INEBGRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


Pree wma mp HERTS. 


Se Se a8 ent pontap, 
Yor Ten Be D. HOGG, M.B.C.8., do. 
" . r 7 


Telephone: P.O. 16, na anest ager 








The Oldest Insurance 

















Ree Orrice Sy 








Copied from Policy dated 1738. 


SUN 


Iasuraaces effected against the following risks :— 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE,} and BMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BORGLARY, 


Office in the World. 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


68, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


FIRE. 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 


including ‘ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch : 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A, W. COUSINS, 


FUNDS IN HAND . 


District Manager. 


- £2,546,328. 
















INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEIONSTSER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. 

xD. 3, Sa Tasbrity Tay H. M. RILEY, Anes. Se. 
Bede Retora For terms and 

es. partion: 


TxiEoRaPnio Ptr “ MEDICAL, LEIORSTER.” 
BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 





Terme 1} to 3} Guineas. 
: P.O. ey Telegraphic 
‘*RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD, ” 


INEBRIETY, ABUSE OF DRUGS. 
TOWER HOUSE, 


AVENUE ROAD, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HIGH-CLASS HOME FOR LADIES. 
(EsTastisaep 1864.) 


Medical A’ A. Vv.Cc hy M.D. (Cantab.) 

—— . CLARKE, x » 

For terms particulars to Mrs. Mruus. 
Telegrams, Thnk” Letowter “ 








AW.—GREAT SAVING. — 
2 per cent. will 
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DIRECTORS— 


Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON, Chairman (Nicholson, Patterson, & Freeland). 

CHARLES P, JOHNSON, Esq., Vice-Chairman (Johnsons, Long, & Raymond-Barker). 

WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq. (Nocton & Sons). 
RONALD PEAKE, E . (Peake, Bird, Collins, & Co.). 
RICHARD PENNING IN, Esq. (Pennington & Son). 


GEORGE WILL agg BELL, Erq. 

H. D. BEWEs, (Bewes & Dickinson). 

L. C,. ‘ GHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, (holmeley, & Co.). 

K. F. _ CHURCH, Esq. (Church, Adams, & Prior), 

F. E. FAREBROTHER, Ksq. (Fladgate & Co.). 

Sir WiLLIaM JAMES FARRER (formerly of Farrer & Co.). 
C. W. GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Grahain, & Co.) 

W. A. T. HAL “LOWES, Eeq. (Hallowes F & Ellis). 
EDWIN HART, Esq. (Budd, Brodie, & dart). 

E, CARLETON HOLMES, Esq. (E. Carleton Holmes, Son, & Fell). 
J. GWYNNE JAMES, Eeq. pad James & Bon). 
HARRY W. LEE, Es <7» Bolton, & Lee). 

DILLON R. L. LOW (Lowe & Co.). 

FREDERICK MORGAN, « (Saxton & Morgan). 

F. P. MORRELL, Esq. (Morrell, Son, & Peel). 


AUDITOR—EDWIN WATERHOUSE, Esq., F.C.A. 


| THOMAS RAWLE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone, & Co.). 
J. E. W. RIDER, 
| 
} 
' 


- (Rider, Heaton, & Wigram). 
GEORGE L. STEWA. T, Esq. (Lee & Pembertwons). 

The en Hon. =" STRAT 2 ad CAMPBELL. 
4 q 


row weedie) 
ed Walters & Co 4 
Bi HENRY ARTHUK itn C.V.0. (A. & H. White). 
E. H. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead, & Davidsons). 
E. TREVOR LL. WILLIAMS, Esq. (formerly of Newman, Paynter, & Co.) 
ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq. (Williams & James). 


WILLIAM JOHN VINE. 


JOINT 
T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


SECRET ‘ARIES EL ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE. ~ 


This Society consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Professiog 
is able to offer special facilities to Solicitors for the transaction of Fire Insurance business on the most favourable terms, whilst 





enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on application. 
The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom. 








PLEASURE CRUISES 
TO SUNNY LANDS 


FOR EASTER by tHE 
ORIENT COMPANY’S 
$.S ‘*ORIENT,’’ 
5,453 tons register; 7,500 horse power. 
llth April to 23rd April. 
sage WHITSUNTIDE, 
S.S. ‘‘OPHIR,’’ 
j 6,814 tons; 10,000 horse power, 
15th May te 9h June. 


Managers: F. GREEN & CO. and ANDERSON, ANDER" 
RON, & CO., London. For passage apply to the latte™ 
firm at 5, Fenchure wh-avenue, E.C., or £8, Cockspur-street, 


SPAIN, 

MOROSSCO, 

GIBRALTAR, 

POR _ 4L, 
c. 


CANARY 
ISLANDS, 
MADEIRA, &c 





THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estasrisuep 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 
In Flasks, price 2/6. 
SOLD EVERYWHERE. 
BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 
ZCOLOGICAL GARDENS.— 

OPEN DAILY from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 


on Sundays, Fellows and Fellows’ Orc nl d 
6a. other days, 1s. Children.6d, en 











Telephone; 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep m THs Reiex or Wittiam & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LBEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 
AUTHORITY 








BY 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS-kept in Stock for immediate use. 
Saare Cexstiricatss, a, &c., ved and 
printed. Orriciat Sears d maa. 


Solicitors’ ys eee Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engray Registration Agents, &c. 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Berjeanta’ | Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamoed and Filed. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
4STABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Oapitalised. 
Cc. H. CLAYTON 
¥. H. CLAYTON 





Joint 





A. I. WRIGH 


(TREADWELL & WRIGHT), 


Legal and General Shorthand Writers and Typist ‘ 


ESTABLISHED 1845, 


33, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W. 


The Shorthand Writer appointed by the Cow : 


in Public and Private Examinations under ti 


Companies Acts. One of the Official Shorthand 


Writers to the Court of Bankruptcy. 


SHORTHAND and TYPEWRITING 
Anywhere, at any time, of any kind, in any quantity. 
Competent men sent out for emergencies and arrears, 
Country Orders for Typewriting despatched same night v 
requir 
Telephone No. 4865 Central. 





ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION.— 


The most popular, interesting, instructive, 
inexpensive House of Entertainment in London cr 
LIKE PORERAIT MODELS of H.I.M. the EMPERO 


and all the Crowned Heads of Europe. Delightful M 
Tableaux Scenes, &c. Afternoon Teas. Children’s Gai 


is. ; child under 12, 1 Open 10 till 10. 


dmissi 





of GERMANY, T.M, the KING and QUEEN of 8P. iN 


Z 





§. FISHER, 188, Strand, 





Pt at 9 








